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MINISTER OF DEFENCE, INDIA 


Message 


lam happy to learn tha t a collection of articles written by well- 
known personalities is being brought out to mark the 30th 
Anniversary ofthe Victory Over Fascismduringthe Second World 
War. The articles bring out vividly the heroic and successful 
struggle of the friendly people of the Soviet Union and other 
Socialist countries in pushing back the advancing Fascist forces 
from their soil and safeguarding their freedomand independence. 

About the same time, we in India were also actively engaged 
in the final stages of our own struggle for independence from 
the colonial rule under the leadership of Mahatma Gandhi and 
Jawaharlal Nehru. The independence of India in August 1947 
saw the beginning of the process of de-colonisation and emergence 
of a largo number of newly-indepcndent countries all over the 
world. 

As we recall the untold sacrifices made by peoples all over the 
world for regaining or preserving their freedom, we draw added 
strength to carry on the task of consolidating world peace and 
ushering in a new international order based on equity, equality 
and justice. 


New Delhi: 
May 6, 1975. 


Sd/- 

(Swaran Singh) 




FOREWOSD 


On the occasion of the 30th anniversary of victory over 
fascism it is no less significant to recall that liberation of colonial 
countries from imperialism would not have been possible with¬ 
out the historic contribution of the Soviet Union in liberating 
Europe and defeating fascist hegemonistic designs in Asia, Africa 
and Europe. 

Orowtb of fascism in Germany on the basis of expanding 
monopolies, was fully exploited by the imperialists. By mid- 
’30s, it had become obvious, that the rise of Nazi party and 
the increasing military strength of Germany under Hitler, would 
soon pose a serious threat to peace. The suppression of democracy 
in Germany, political annihilation of the trade unions and 
mass organizations and the physical extermination of Communists 
and other democrats was a prelude to naked terror that was 
soon to be unleashed throughout Germany as a preamble to the 
domination of superior race, envisaged by the national chauvinists. 

It is evident that the forces of imperialism, including the British 
imperialists, had connived at and evm actively encouraged Hilter 
with a view to push the coming Nazi offensive to the East, towards 
the Soviet Union. It is a part of the recorded history that the 
Soviet Union was the first country in the world which repeatedly 
warned the world progressive forces about the coming fascist 
war with its deadly consequences for the free nations ofthewoiid. 
The Soviet leadership m^e earnest efforts to build an under¬ 
standing for a broad anti-fascist front of the working class people 
and the national liberation forces aU over the world. However, 
most of the imperialist and capitalist countries because of their 
vested interests against socialism did not pay heed to it and 
objectively wanted a war between Germany and the Soviet Union. 
But when the war came, the very capitalist states became Nazi 
Germany’s first target. The whole of Europe was over-run by the 
Nazi armies and even the colonial might of Britain was in the 
mortal danger of being enslaved. 

It was the Nazi attack against the Soviet Union in June 



1941 which changed the course of war and, in fact, it was the 
heroic battle of the Soviet people against fascist forces which 
changed not only the character of war in Europe but even the 
whole course of historical events in the rest of the world. The 
British and the Amercian armed forces despite their best efforts 
could neither make a headway in Africa nor iii the Middle East. 
Even in South-East Asia, their forces were defeated by the Japanese 
almost as rapidly as those of European countries by Nazi Qennany. 
In Europe where they had a chance, the Anglo-American forces 
deliberately delayed the opening of the second front with the 
obvious design to let the Red Army bear the main brunt of the 
war. 

The events that followed thereaAer prove that the great 
battles that the Red Army fought on various fronts, the 
all-round mobilization of the Soviet people in defence of freedom 
and socialism, and, for the survival of mankind triumphed and 
the fascist designs were defeated. The people’s victory changed 
the entire world history followed by liquidation of colonial 
empires all over the world. 

One of the known facts of history of the Second World War 
is that both the German and Japanese fascists wanted to invade 
India and capture it as a principal strategic aim of fascist coloniali- 
ration. Hitler had designed a strategy and made tactical operation, 
al preparations for a breakthrough at the Caucasus and for over¬ 
running Iran and Iraq with a view to capture India and other 
parts of Asia. The Japanese who had succeeded in virtually 
defeating the allies in South-East Asian countries were almost 
banging at India’s door in Andaman and Manipur and bom¬ 
barded Calcutta when the war events took a sudden turn in 
Europe. The powerful Soviet counter-offensive frustrated the 
Axis plans to capture Indian sub-continent. In August 1942, 
the then British Prime Minister Winston Churchill, mortally 
afraid of the prospect of the German advance in the Caucasus 
and the greater possibility of the Nazi forces joining Japanese 
militarists in encircling India, flew to Moscow and came to an 
agreement with Stalin to chalk out a strategy to save the situation 
and to prevent the German advance in the Caucasus. The heroic 
Soviet Army defeated the German designs on the Caucasus and 
consequently frustrated Nazi and Japanese ambitions to capture 
Indian sub-continent and South-East Asia. 
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Tbm tt BO denying the fiact that the Tl^ Rekh had, even 
before the launching of the war, prepared plans to subjugate 
Asian nations and to establish a £wist colonial empire. In 
the nud*'30s, at the secret conclaves of the Nazi leadership, 
Hilter fondly talked of capturing Asian countries and a 
Ministry of Colonies was also set up to administer Asian 
countries. 

Historical records of the conduct of the war, the memoirs of 
leading commanders and the diaries and notes of some of the 
leading Nazi Generals conclusively prove that right at the time 
when the Soviet Union was attacked, the German armies had been 
given directives at the Ughest level to make a rapid headway 
from Soviet Transcaucasia to Turkey, Iraq. Iran, Afghanistan 
and finally Indian sub-continent. It took the German command 
full one year to think of the operational plans to carry out their 
designs on Middle East and South Asia due to the resistance put 
up by the Soviet Army. 

Whatever the British and American historians may write 
about these events, the fact remains that throughout the year 
1942 the position of the United States as well as of the British 
armies remained extremely tense and diflicult. The decisive 
shift in the events took place at the heroic battle of Stalingrad 
where Nazi forces suffered a crushing defeat and thus fascist 
dreams to make an advance towards Asia and Africa were finally 
shattered. 

The victory of the great Soviet people over fascism is a glorious 
chapter in the history of mankind. The socialist structure designed 
by the genius and wisdom of Comrade Lenin was instrumental 
in kindling the flames of liberty among the Soviet people. The 
Soviet martyrs shall always remain the torch-bearers ofliberation 
movements in the world. The people of the Soviet Union fought 
a people's war against fascism and imperialism. 

During the last three decades, imperialism, the evil mother 
of fascism, has been breeding neo-colonialists and neo-fascists 
in Asia and Africa. These imperialist lackeys have kill^ 3 million 
in Bangladesh, 4 million in Vietnam and more than one million 
in. Cambodia and Laos. This barbarous killing of the Asian 
people have not yet ended, the imperialists are still carrying on 
their evil designs by maintaining military bases in the Indian 
Ocean, the Mediterranean and the Arabian Gulf. The supply 
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uid {Hling of anus and deadly weapons to cut the throats 
of Adans by Asians is still continuing. 

The martyrdom of millions of Soviet heroes along with 
the people of other countries in the people’s war against 
fascism, the great sacrifices of the people of Vietnam, Cambodia, 
Laos, Bangladesh, Korea, Palestine, Africa and Latin Amo^ 
remind us of the historic mission before us that the progressive 
forces in the world have to continue their struggle because in 
s{ute of their innumerable heroic sacrifices their people’s war has 
not yet ended. People’s war continues as long as the last vestiges 
of imperialism exist. 

When the world is celebrating the 30th anniversary of 
victory over fascism, and paying its tribute to t he socialist martyrs, 
and to the martyrs who died in the cause of liberation, their 
blood calls upon the progressive people of the world to unite 
to fight for &ial victory over imp«'ialism. The living example 
of our history bears testimony to the fact that the forces of 
imperialism and fascism cannot be fought single-handed. The 
unity of progressive forces in the world is a historic necessity. 

The present volume brought out on the occasion of the 
30th anniversary of the victory over fascism which contains 
articles of leading personalities shall enable the readers to have 
a clear view of the major events of the war and the great contri¬ 
bution made by the heroic Soviet people and other countries 
for the liberation of mankind. 

New Delhi SHASHI BHUSHAN 

April 18, 1975 M.P. 
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Peace and Progress is Our Bannw 


N.V. Poigomf 

President of the Presidium of the USSR Supreme Soviet 


The 30th anniversary of the victory of the Soviet people in the 
Great Patriotic War is drawing nearer. 

The victory over Hitler’s Germany is an unforgettable page in 
the history of our country. At the same time, it was a major 
historical milestone in the life of the entire world, since it pre* 
determined the end of the Second World War, the most sanguinary 
and destructive of an the wars mankind had ever gone through- 
This victory saved the peoples from the danger of fascist enslave¬ 
ment and was a striking proof of the triiunph of the forces of 
socialism, democracy and progress over the dark forces of obscuran- 
tismand reaction. It raised to a qualitatively new stage the working 
people’s struggle for their social emancipation, the national 
liberation struggle of the peoples and the mass democratic move¬ 
ments against imperialism. This is why the 30th anniversary of 
the great victory will undoubtedly become one of the most signi¬ 
ficant and most stirring jubilees for the Soviet people, for our 
friends abroad and for all men of goodwill throughout the world. 

Immortal exploit of the Soviet people 


Thirty years is not a short time. A great deal has changed 
during this period. But never will those grim years, the great exploit 
of the Soviet people and the legendary feats of millions of its fear¬ 
less sons and daughters, known and unknown heroes who self¬ 
lessly fought for the honoiu' and independence of their Mo therland , 
for the triumph of communist ide^s be blotted out of human 
memory. 

The Great Patriotic War was essentially a global conflict 
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betweoi the two opposed forces of our era >- the era of mankind's 
truasition to socialism. German fascism, directly r^xansiblc for 
the tragedy of the war, represented the most reactionary and 
aggressive circles of the old world, which aimed at any cost to 
reverse history, suppress democracy and progress and establish 
their world rule under the flag of anti-communism. The world’s 
first socialist state — the Soviet Union, the bulwark of all progres¬ 
sive and democratic forces of our planet — was the main obstacle 
to the adventurist schemes of imperialist reaction. The outcome 
of the struggle between these antipodes predetermined the destiny 
of mankind for many decades to come. 

The war against the Soviet state had been prepared by world 
reaction for many years and had matured in the soil poisoned with 
anti-communism. The blind anti-communism and anti-Sovietism 
of the monopoly circles had played no small part in reviving German 
militarism. The blinkers of anti-communism prevented the 
governments of the Western states from seeing that Hitler’s 
expansionism posed a threat to their own countries. The Western 
states sabotag^ the Soviet proposals for establishing a system of 
collective sectirity in Europe and genuine cooperation among the 
European states interested in preserving peace, and embarked on 
the dangerous path of “appeasing" the aggressor. 

The fall of Paris, the Dunkirk catastrophe, the tragedy of 
Coventry, the subjugation of Central Europe, and untold hard¬ 
ships and sufferings were the price that had to be paid for the 
political shortsightedness of the iU-starred “heroes" of the Munich 
deal with the aggressor. Making the economic potential and 
resources of the conquered countries serve their militarist and 
adventurist ambitions, the Hitlerites concentrated on the fulfilment 
of the main task assigned to them by world reaction. Armed to the 
teeth, the fascist hordes invaded the Soviet Union. The war 
entered its decisive stage. 

The Second World War took a toll of tens of millions of human 
lives and left behind innumerable heaps of ashes and ruins. The 
destruction of cities and villages and the loss of cultural values, 
which it had taken centuries and the labour of many generations to 
create, are simply incalculable. 

The Soviet Union bore the brunt of thestruggle against Hitlerism. 
Our people rose to its full giant height to the sacred war for the 
honour, freedom and independence of the socialist Motherland; 
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it rose like an ind^nutible wall in the path o£ the fhs^ hcndes. 

The Soviet Artay, which nepaged in fierce fighting to check 
and hurl back the Hitlerite troops, hitherto regarded as invincible, 
and to inflict a destructive defeat uptm them, covered itsdf with 
unfading glory. The partisan stni^e became an all-in struggle 
tluoughout th: territory occupied by the enemy. It was one of the 
striking manifestations of the patriotism of millions of Soviet 
people, of popular, truly mass heroism. 

All the material and spiritual resources of the Soviet state were 
then mobilized to defend the socialist Motherland. The front of 
the heroic struggle against the fascist invaders ran in those stem 
years across our entire country. Those who were left to build 
aircraft and tanks, to clothe and feed the soldiers spent themselves 
working in the rear, in factory workshops. Women and teenagers 
worked in the place of their husbands and fathers who had gone 
to the front. In the unbelievably difficult war-time conditions 
they grew grain for victory. The call “everything for the front, 
everything for victory!" became the slogan of life and a part of the 
heart of each Soviet man and woman. 

In the years of the war, the inspiring and guiding role of the 
Communist Party showed itself with particular force. The Party 
was the leader and organizer of the Soviet people, its cementing 
force, its wise strategist and heroic soldier. At the front and in 
the rear, in partisan detachments and in the underground the 
workers, peasants and intellectuals brought up and rallied by the 
Communist Party and Soviet power performed a national 
patriotic exploit unparalleled in history. 

To the reactionary ideology of fascism with its preaching of 
racial superiority the Communist Party and the Soviet slate opposed 
their noble ideals, the moral and political unity of our society, the 
indissoluble friendship of our peoples and the advantages of the 
socialist social system. 

Through great ordeals, through the fire of battles unprecedented 
in scale, our people marched to victory. The entire world intently 
watched the development of the struggle on the Soviet-German 
front, where the Soviet Army in single combat against the Hitlerite 
hordes was defending its Motherland and upholding the sacred 
right of all peoples to a free life. The invasion of the fascist 
barbarians, who sought to establish the notorious “new order" 
in Europe, petered out at the walls of Moscow and Leningrad and 
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ia. the foothills of the Caiicasus, was steoused in the battles of 
Stalingtad and Kursk and in other heroic combats of the Great 
^tnotic War and ended ignonuniotisly sdten the Red Banner of 
Victoiy was hoisted over the fallen Reichstag. 

The Soviet people and its Aimed Forces fulfilled their historic 
liberatory mission with flying colours. They saved many peoples 
of Europe, inclutUng the German people, from fascist tyranny 
and lent them brotherly hrip in the fi^t for independence. 

The victory over German fascism was also a victory of the 
powerful anti-fascist democratic movement of all freedom-loving 
forces united in the struggle against the common enemy. National- 
liberation forces heroically tettled against the Hitlerite invaders 
in a number of cotintries. The fire of the struggle flared up brightly 
on the Nazi-occupied territory. Great courage and valour were 
displayed by the patriots who fought against fascism in Germany 
itself and other countries of the fascist bloc. The resistance 
movement, which became particularly widespread after Hitlerite 
Germany's attack on the USSR, was an integral part of the great 
battle between the forces of democracy and the forces of fascism- 
Communist Parties spearheaded this struggle. 

Marking the 30th anniversary of victory, we remember that the 
defeat of Hitler’s Germany was the cause of many states and 
above all the USSR and its allies in the anti-Hitler coalition ~ the 
United States of America, Britain and France. We pay tribute to 
the leaders of the West who, in the face of the danger of fascist 
enslavement, pooled the efforts of tteir countries with those of 
the Soviet Union in the name of the common noble goal. 

New aligHBMt of fMces 

The Eternal Flames, like a warning of danger from the past to 
the coming generations, bum in the squares and parks of many 
cities of the world. Every time, for the 30th year now, celebrating 
the anniversary of victory, people bow in reverence to the feats of 
those who fought against fascist barbarity. The memory of these 
heroes is sacred. On Victory Day we also tUnk of the future 
and sum up the results of the post-war life and struggle, so that the 
future generations may never again need light new flswes of sorrow 
and alarm. 

Great is the bitterness oflosses. However, next to thisbittemtts 
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in the heart of every Soviet xoan and wosiaa there has ^ways lived 
and lives a feding of pride in the accomplished hUtoriod feat, a 
feding of historical optimism, and confidence in the bright future. 
Even in the days of war the Soviet people thought of peace, of 
rebuilding cities anew, raising factories ftom ruins and ashes and 
returning life to the fields. 

Hardly had the roar of battles died away when the Soviet 
people began rehabilitation work. The heroic people found fresh 
strength and again demonstrated their remarkable qualities — 
staunchness, selflessness and industriousness. 

Having rehabilitated the war-ravaged economy in a short time, 
the Soviet Union enfimrked upon the solution of tasks connected 
with its further devdopment of an unprecedented scale. Our 
country has now achieved an increase in economic might, progress 
of science and culture, a growth of popular well-being and build-up 
of defence capacity not known before. The Soviet social and state 
system has grown even stronger. By their heroic efforts the working 
people of our country have built a developed socialist society in 
the USSR, and they are confidently marching along the road 
of building communism. 

Our state has entered the new year of 1975, the concluding year 
of the 9th Five-Year Plan. In the past four years the national 
economy as a whole has scaled a new s ummi t and a big step 
forward has been made in building the material and technical 
foundation of communism. Tremendous mobilizing influence 
on all working people of our country is exerted by the Address 
of the CPSU Central Committee to the Pat ty, to the Soviet people, 
a call to start the national socialist drive of workers in industry, 
construction, transport and agriculture for the growth of produc¬ 
tion and the successful completion of the 9th Five-Year Plan. 
There is no doubt that this year our country will achieve further 
big successes. The Soviet people believe in their forces and the 
realism of their grand plans. 

The victory of the forces of peace and progress in World War II 
led to profound changes on the globe. The world socialist 
system has taken shape and become established on vast territories. 
Tte emergence of socialism beyond the confines of our country 
has become the second greatest event in worid history after the 
Great October Socialist Revolution, signifying a radical change in 
the international alignment of forces in favour of socialism. 
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Rendering one another comprehensive fraternal assistance, 
the countries of the socialist community are stepping up the rates of 
economic growth. Suffice it to say that in the 25 years of the exis¬ 
tence of the Council for Mutual Economic Assistance the national 
income of its member-countries has increased by 8 times and their 
industrial output by 12 times. On all key questions the fraternal 
socialist countries act in the international arena concertedly, in 
imison, which fact gives them tremendotis additional opportunities 
for the attainment of their aims. Today nobody can disregard the 
international prestige and positions of the USSR, and the entire 
socialist community. 

Since the war, the influence of the Communist Parties has 
increased further, the international working class movement has 
become intensified, and the democratic struggle of the working 
people has grown in scale and strength. Mass organizations, 
national and international, engaged in the struggle for peace are 
becoming increasingly active. Public opinion in the West opposes 
ever more persistently the aggressive course of imperialism. 

The victory over the bloc of the fascist states has raised the 
national-liberation struggle of the peoples against colonialism 
to a new stage and accelerated the disintegration of the colonial 
rear of imperialism. In the post-war period on the world’s political 
map there have appeared dozens of independent states which act 
jointly with the Soviet Union and other countries of the socialist 
community on the fundamental questions of the struggle for peace 
and social progress. 

Looking back today and analysing the results of post-war 
development, it may be confidently said that the victory over 
fascist Germany, militadst Japan and their allies signified a 
profound turn in the destinies of mankind as a whole. The further 
change in the international alignment of forces in favour of 
democracy and socialism creates objective prerequisites for the 
affirmation of a lasting, just and democratic peace on earth, for 
the radical reconstruction of the entire system of international 
rdations in the interests of the peoples. 

Fr<« decree tm peace to peace programse 

Throughout centuries the policies of states were detemuned by 
the exploiter classes, who built up a system of international 



relations, proceeding from their sdfish interests. Capitalism 
continued and multiplied such “traditions”, and made predatory 
wars an official state policy. The destinies of natitms. and the 
decision on matters of war and peace depended on the interests and 
claims of capital. Here the use of force was actually the main 
instrument in maintaining the so-called international equilibrium 
which was nothing more than a balance of violence and fear. 

Marxism has always come out against a foreign policy which, 
as Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels pointed out in their works, 
in pursuit of criminal designs, plays upon national prejudices, and 
squanders in piratical wars the peoples’ blood and treasure. The 
Russian proletariat, who took over the administration of a socialist 
state, for the first time in history proclaimed as one of its main 
tasks the exclusion of war from the life of mankind, and raised the 
idea of peace in direct connection with social progress. 

One of the first legislative acts of Soviet Russia was the Decree 
on Peace, signed by V.I. Lenin. Addressing in this Decree to 
the governments and peoples of all countries, the government of 
theland ofSoviets clearlyexpressed thedesire of theyoung workers' 
and peasants' slate for peace; it proclaimed the principles of non¬ 
interference into the internal aflairs of other states, respect for 
their territorial integrity, equality of large and small nations, and 
their right to independently shape their own destinies. Throughout 
its whole history, the Soviet state perseveringly worked for a world 
without wars and built up with consideration of the rights and 
legitimate interests of states and peoples, for a world leaning on 
mutual understanding and cooperation. 

Thanks, above all, to the Soviet Union, in the elaboration of 
treaties and other documents, which determined the post-war 
arrangement of the world, it became possible to record on an 
international level a number of provisions which could lay the 
foundation for a genuinely democratic system of international 
relations, be this the will of all the participants in the anti-Hitler 
coalition. In its Charter, the United Nations Organization emphasi¬ 
zed its determination “to save succeeding generations from the 
scourge of war,” and “to practise tolerance and live together in 
peace with one another as good ndghbour”. 

The fault for these provisions not being realized in full measure 
lies wholly on those Western political forces which, while talking 
profusely about an imaginary “threat of communism,” did not lead 
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the natter to coopaate with the Soviet Union, hut to a fight agunst 
it. The leactionuy circles launched a cold war against the US^; 
thi^ took the road of knocking together military blocs spearheaded 
against the sodalist states and the liberation movement of peoides, 
and the road of an arms race and the whipping up of international 
tension. Considerable time passed before the most far-sighted 
leaders of the capitalist states realized that the so-called ‘‘positions- 
of-strength" policy in relation to the Soviet Union inevitably leads 
to deadlock. 

The new correlation of forces on the international scene at the 
turn of the seventies showed most vividly that the cold-war 
methods had completely exhausted themselves, and, furthermore, 
were becoming dangerous for those who still stubbornly tried to 
promote tlus life-rejected line. The economic and defence potentials 
of the Soviet Union and of the entire socialist community, the 
growth of the national-liberation movement of the peoples, the 
extensive international support for the Soviet peaceable policy, and 
the realistic stand which the leaders of the major Western countries 
were compelled to go over to, stipulated the turn from confronta¬ 
tion, and the threat of a new war concealed in it, to peaceful 
coexistence and cooperation among states with different social 
systems. 

Credit belongs to the Communist Party of the Soviet Union not 
only for disclosing in proper time these deep-lying trends of inter¬ 
national development, but also for determining exactly the most 
important foreign-policy tasks, for finding the most effective ways 
of solving them, and for drawing up a clear-cut and concrete 
programme of struggle for international security and cooperation. 
The Peace Programme, elaborated by the 24th Congress of the 
CPSU, is the creative development of the Leninist foreign-policy 
principles in present-day conditions. It testifies to the profound 
continuity of the peaceable poli^ of the Cosmnunist Party and the 
Soviet state, and, at the same time, it accords most iully with the 
basic requirements of the present period. 

ReasM and goodfriU mmrt prevail 

The 30 post-war years have most clearly shown that a conference 
table is the best “battlefidd”. L.I. Brezhnev’s and other Soviet 
leaders’ meetings with statesmen of the France, the FRO 
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and other capitalist countries and the con^mctive agreemoits 
reached as a result have confirmed in practice the realistic nature 
of detente and the possilulity of business-like coopoation, despite 
the differences in ideological concepts and political views. 

Peaceful coexistence, which is increasingly becoming part and 
parcel of international relations, meets the asjdrations of all 
peoples, opens up vast prospects for expanding econosuc, commer¬ 
cial, scientific, technical and ctiltural relations between states on a 
mutually-advantageous and stable basis. It makes it possible also 
to tackle the solution, by joint efforts, of such important problems 
now facing mankind as environmental protection, combating 
hunger and dangerous diseases, putting to use the riches of the 
world ocean and more rational utilization of the planet’s energy 
and other natural resources. 

The Soviet Union is prepared for large-scale cooperation with all 
countries sharing a desire for peace. We are prepared to take new 
practical steps leading to further improvements in our mutual 
relations with the USA, France, the FRO and other capitalist states, 
to consolidate the successes scored, to help make the process of 
detente irreversible and spread not only to all regions, not only to 
the main spheres of world pcditics and economy, but also to the 
military sphere. 

Unfortunately, one cannot help being alarmed by the fact that 
quite a few forces still exist in the world which impede detente, 
that arms, including nuclear weapons, continue being stockpiled, 
and that the military budgets of states are enormously inflated. 
L.I. Brezhnev pointed out that none of us “would be satisfied with 
a peace that is based, as btfore, on a ‘balance of fear’. That kind of 
peace would differ but little from the cold war. It would be a 
‘cold peace’ that could easily revert toa situation of tenseconfronta- 
tion oppressive to the consciousness and life of the peoples, and 
fraught with the danger of a world-wide conflict’’. 

One of the major lines in the foreign-policy activities of the 
CPSU and the Soviet state is the struggle for ending the arms race, 
including both nuclear and conventional weapons, and for dis¬ 
armament, up to and including general and complete disarmament. 
In this respect, we attach great importance to our treaties and 
agreements with the USA, because continued confrontation between 
the two countries possessing most powerful nuclear potentials 
would pose a constant threat to peace. The Soviet-American 
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agreements concluded on the limitation of strategic arms have 
become most important agreements affecting the field of nuclear- 
missile weapons and based on the principles of the sides' equal 
security. 

The talks in Vladivostok last November attracted the attentio}i 
of the entire world public. They confirmed the sides’ intention 
to continue considering in Soviet-American relations the course 
which has become evident in recent years, so as to ensure the 
favourable development of relations between the USSR and the 
USA in the interests of the peoples of both countries, in the interests 
of strengthening peace and international security. 

The deep-going changes taking place in the sphere of mutual 
relations between states of the two systems naturally do not mean 
that contradictions between capitalism and socialism have been 
overcome, nor do they abolish class distinctions. Our firm and 
consistent foreign-policy line, which facilitated in a considerable 
degree the stamping out of a number of dangerotis seats of war in 
the world in recent years, will continue to be aimed at cutting short 
imperialistaggression. The Soviet people’s sympathy is always on 
the side of peoples fighting for their national and social emanci¬ 
pation. We shall continue supporting the peoples of Indochina, 
the Arab countries, Cyprus, Rhodesia, South Africa, all the peoples 
fighting against aggression and imperialist encroachments, against 
colonialism and neo-colonialism. 

The USISR stands for peace and equal international cooperation. 
This policy meets the interests of all progressive humanity. 
Politicians are still to be foimd in the West, however, who try to 
mis-interpret the Soviet Union’s aspirations for peace. Captives 
of the anti-Soviet concepts which have outlived themselves, they 
are trying to introduce a mercantile spirit in the solution of cardinal 
problems of the present-day worid. They allege that the Soviet 
Union must “pay” for detente, make concessions in its policy, 
including affairs coming under the exclusive competence of any 
sovereign state. 

There is hardly any need to prove that calculations of this kind 
obviously contradict the political realities. Even in the years of 
the establishment of the young Soviet state, in the conditions of 
political non-recognition and an economic blockade, we did not 
forego any of our principles. It is absurd to believe that now, half a 
century later, when our country has turned into a nughty power 
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someone will succeed in dictating lus terms to it, in interfering in its 
domestic afEairs. 

It is time for those who took upon the easing of tension as a 
political game to realize that there exists only one basis for the 
constructive development of relations with the Soviet Union, to 
wit, complete equality of the sides and non-interference in each 
other’s internal affairs. The future belongs only to that policy 
which keeps pace with the realities of today, with the peaceful 
aspirations of all peoples. 

Europe on the road to peace uid cooperation 

Speaking of positive shifts in the world,particular note should 
be made of the beneficial changes taking place on the European 
continent. And that is unquestionably of particular significance. 
Devastating wars, which originated on European soil twice in the 
20thcentury plunged the world into disaster. Europe, which was a 
springboard of wars almost throughout Its entire history, has 
today, closer than ever before, approached the point of becoming 
an arena of sensible relations and business-like cooperation among 
states, and mutual trust and respect among the peoples there. 
Nowhere else in the world, probably, is the movement for peace 
as active at present as in Europe. 

And, ifwetakeintoconsiderationthefact that Europe, morethan 
any other continent, is linked with other countries and continents 
by extensive trade, econonuc, political and cultural ties, it becomes 
quite clear that the greater the progress made here towards detente, 
the farther it will spread throughout the world. 

The conclusion of agreements with the FRO by the Soviet 
Union, Poland, the GDR ibd Czechoslovakia, which consolidated 
the territorial and political reality of post-war Europe, broad 
recognition of the German Democratic Republic, and, on the 
whole, the successful efforts of the European Conference for Security 
and Cooperation, on which the peoples of the world set great hope, 
are all steps whose significance for the consolidation of detente in 
this zo ne of the world can hardly be overrated. 

In the course of the second stage of the Conference in Geneva, 
representatives of all 3S countries coordinated the fundamental 
principles for the peaceful developnaent of relations among states. 
These principles are to be approved at the concluding summit 
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atage of the Conference. Of particular importance is the principle 
of the inviolability of existing state borders, since both the past and 
present show that territorial claims not infrecpiently lead to grave 
international conflicts. Inviolability of borders, sovereign equality 
and territorial integrity of states, inqtermissibility of use or threat 
of force, and the need for the peaceful settlement of disputable 
issues comprise the foundation on which the duraMe edifice of 
European security and broad cooperation among states should be 
erected. 


V.I. Lenin’s prevision that a time would come when an inter- 
national amalgamation of the victorious proletariat of several 
countries would exert a decisive influence upon world policy has 
come true. In the third quarter of the 20th century, socialism has 
become the main factor in world development, the influence of the 
coordinated poli^ of the socialist community on the course of 
world events is steadily increasing. Uniting with all progressive 
and peace-loving forces, the socialist countries continue to workfor 
the consolidation and development of important positive shifts 
on our planet. The experience of contemporary development 
shows that it is conditions of peace that afford the most favourable 
opportunities for advance along the road of progress. 

However, the working class and its allies have to affirm the new 
system of international relations, progressive principles and ideals, 
in determined battles against the forces of reaction who have by 
no means laid down their arms. The interests of peace and progress 
call for persistent struggle, consistency and great collective effort 
on the part of the democratically-imnded public. The lessons of 
World War n point to this. 
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The Great Victory and its Lessons 


MorAal Andrei Grechko 


Member of PoUti(;ftl Bureau, Central Committee 
of the CPSU. Minister of Defence of the USSR. 


In Europe, the Second World War culminated in a devastating 
routoffa&cistOermanyinthespringof 194S. Its main content was 
the Great Patriotic War of the Soviet people, who smashed 
Hitler’s war nuchine, cleared the country of invaders, and contri* 
buted decisively to the liberation of the peoples of the continent 
from fascist slavery. 

In many ways, the victory of the Soviet people pro-determined 
subsequent world history. It was one of those events that do 
not fade with the passage of time. Now, 3(^ears later, all decent 
people of the world revere the memory of those who did not spare 
their strength, their very lives, in the mammoth battle against 
fascism. The results and lessons of that battle are as relevant as 
they have ever been. 

I 

The Great Patriotic War was the most difficult and bloody of all 
the wars fought by our country. The Nazi leadership intended to 
destroy the Soviet system, to exterminate the peoples of the Soviet 
Union, to capture its territory and national we^th. This was to 
have paved German fascism’s way to world supremacy. 

Hitlerism did not stand alone in its aggressive designs against the 
Soviet Union. The ruling circles of the imperialist powers regarded 
German fascism as a class ally in the struggle against the world’s 
first socialist state. However complicated and contradictory 
international relations may have been in the capitalist world of the 
'303, it is an incontestable fact that other imperialist powers contri¬ 
buted directly or indirectly to the creation of the German fascist 
army and the preparation of the aggression against the USSR. 
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Between 1924 and 1930 Germany received more than 30,000 
million marks in foreign loans. The Nazis’ immense nulitary 
potential at the beginning of the '40s could not have been built 
without the financial and technical assistance of iny>erialist states, 
without their policy of appeasing Hitlerism. Tins is imperialism’s 
most glaring crime against the peoples of the world. 

Cumulatively, the international economic and political processes 
on the eve of the war showed that the imperialist system necessarily 
breeds aggression and the danger of a world conflagration. 

The Communist Party of the Soviet Union and the Soviet 
government did everything in their power to avert a war. The 
Soviet Union initiated the idea ofcoUective resistance to imminent 
aggression and made a series of proposals to concert international 
efforts and frustrate the fascist nulitary plan. 

But the ruling circles of the United States, Britain, France and 
other capitalist countries did not wish to cooperate with the 
USSR for peace and security. They continued to regard socialism 
instead of fascism, the Soviet Union instead of Hitler Germany, 
as their main enemy. Even when, contrary to their expectations, 
the war began as a collision of two capitalist coalitions, they conti* 
nued trying to move Hitler to turn against the Soviet Union, 
hoping to weaken both Germany and the USSR and thereby 
extend and consolidate their own positions. 

The first victims of fascist aggression, the capitalist states proved 
unable to put up an effective resistance. In less than a year of war, 
exploiting the defeatist sentiments of bourgeois governments, the 
Hitlerites succeeded in crushing the many West European armies 
one by one, occupied a large portion of Europe. Tlteir relatively 
swifland easyvictoriesfacilitated and accelerated their preparations 
and the outbreak of the- Nazi war against the Soviet Union. On 
conquering the European countries, the Hitlerites took command 
of their econoxtuc potential. 

Our Party knew since the founding of Soviet power that in the 
hostile Imperialist encirclement the socialist state was continuously 
in danger of an armed attack. It reminded the people of Lenin’s 
words that “the first precept of our policy, the first lesson... 
which must be learnt by all workers and peasants, is to be on the 
alert, to remember that we are surrounded by people, classes, 
governments who openly express the utmost hatred for us’’ (Cdll. 
Works, Vol. 33, p. 148). This is what lay behind the unflagging 
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efforts of the Party and the government to build techjoical, 
economic, political, moral and military capability for repulsing a 
possible aggression. 

The Soviet Union’s defence capacity could be effectively raised 
only on the basis of the general successes of socialist construction. 
It is clear, for example, that the rapid growth of the defence industry 
and the development of new weapons were possible only due to 
the achievements of socialist industrialization. The collectivization 
of agriculture, too, helped strengthen the country's defensive 
potential. The complete elinunation of the exploiting classes, the 
cultural revolution, the growing friendship of the peoples of our 
multinational land, and the consolidation of the political and 
moral unity of Soviet society — all this was essential, assuring 
success in the training of men and oi&ers for the socialist army: 
patriots and armed forces to equip them with up-to-date weapons. 
Essential as part of this effort was the training of skilled army and 
navy commanders, and political and technical cadres. Besides, 
we had to heighten the combat capacity, political consciousness 
and morale of Soviet soldiers and officers. 

To cope with the country’s defence programme, the Soviet 
people had to accept material privations and work very hard. 
The Party assessed the situation as follows: “The country faced 
the choice of either deliberately holding down the living standard 
and creating by heroic efforts and in the shortest possible time a 
powerful economy and strengthening our defence capacity, or 
being crushed by the joint forces of reaction’’.* The Soviet 
people supported the policy, and accepted this difficult but correct 
path. 

Naturally, reconstructing and modernizing the Soviet Armed 
Forces required time. This meant that the outbreak of war, which 
was ever more clearly unavoidable, had to be delayed for as long as 
possible. We faced this problem when Hitler Germany had already 
began military operations in Europe, while the Western states 
persisted in their anti-Soviet policy. In the circumstances, the 
Soviet Union had no other choice but to conclude a non-aggression 
pact with Germany. This gave us nearly two years for the additional 
strengthening of our defences. 

^ *‘Fifty Yean of the Great October Socialist Revolutioa/* Theses of the 
CC CPSU Moscow 1967, m Rusnan. 
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It is therefore safe to say that the grand victory of 1945 was 
rdiably prepared by socialism’s pre-vm achievonents in our 
country, the Party’s measures to reinforce our defences, the 
principled Leninist foreign policy, and the high skill of Soviet 
diplomacy. 

a 

In the war against the Soviet Union, Hitler’s strategists laid the 
main accent on the devastating power of the first assault by immense 
masses of tanks, infantry and warplanes, and on the swiftness of 
theirlungeagainstthecountry’svitalcentres. Anarmyof5,500,000 
was engaged against us on Jime 22, 1941, supported by more 
than 4,300 tanks and self-propelled guns, nearly 5,000 warplanes, 
and something like 48,000 guns and mortars. The perfidious 
attack had the advantage of the surprise factor. It was a thoroughly 
thought-out and prepared aggression by the mightiest war machine 
capitalist society h^ ever produced. 

This assault and the subsequent offensive along a front stretching 
from the Baltic to the Black Sea involved not only the entire might 
of the fascist Reich and its allies, but also all the preceding expe¬ 
rience of the Second World War, the military experience of its 
carefully picked, schooled and trained soldiers and officers. 

The beginning of the war was exceedingly unfavourable for the 
Soviet Union. It had had only a limited time for the highly compli¬ 
cated rearming of army and navy. Despite strenuous efforts, the 
country’s preparations to repulse aggression had not yet gone far 
enough for an immediate and devastating rebuff. Furthermore, 
the Soviet Armed Forces lacked experience in the conduct of 
modem military operations against a well-armed and ferocious 
enemy- 

The people of the Soviet Union will never forget the heroically 
tragic summer and autumn of 1941, when they had had to lay down 
the tools of peaceful construction and come to grips with the 
enemy, defending not only the fruit of their labour, not only 
freedom, but their very existence. Despite the upheaval and the 
early setbacks, the Soviet people and their army withstood the 
initio powerful blow which the nazi strategists had hoped would 
win them the war. Retreating against superior enemy forces, the 
Soviet Army fought tenaciously for every inch of ground. The 
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Ocnnan fascist war machine paid a heavy toU for each advance, 
which ate away at its power and in the end brought about a d^eat, 
whose dimensions and implications are unequalled in history. 
Splendid morale, high combat capacity, courage, tenacity and 
s^ess readiness to sacrifice — this is what distinguished the 
Soviet man, the Soviet soldier, in those crud days. 

The Communist Party was the organi^r of the people’s struggle 
against the aggression, guided throughout by Lenm’s precept that 
"... once things have led to war, everything must be subordinated to 
the war eflTort; the entire internal life of the country must be sub¬ 
ordinated to war-time needs; the slightest hesitation on this score is 
inexcusable" (Vol. 31, p. 133). 

The Party wasted no time in telling the people that their socialist 
homdand was in deadly peril, that the war would be difficult and 
bitter, and required incalculable sacrifice. The Party brought home 
to the people the criminal aims of the fascist invaders. It showed 
that for the Sioviet Union the war was a just one, and rallied the 
people for the sacred defence of their socialist gains. It turned the 
country into an armed camp. It called on the people to fight 
without mercy, to the last drop of blood, for every town and 
village, to form partisan units and sabotage groups in enemy- 
occupied areas, to make life unbearable for the enemy and all his 
accomplices, to pursue and destroy them everywhere, to frustrate 
all their designs. The Party’s slogan, “All for the Front, All For 
Victory!’’, became the prime rule for every Soviet citizen. 

The Communist Party became a party of combatants. Its 
core more than half of its memberslup — joined the fighting 
forces. Every fourth Soviet soldier was a member or probationary 
member of the Party. Its members undertook the most difficult 
and responsible combat assignments, displaying coiuage and 
bravery beyond compare and leading the others behind them. 

Under the guidance of the Party’s Central Committee the 
country converted to war-time conditions. The Armed Forces had 
to be fully mobilized and deployed in the shortest possible time, 
while already repulsing the enemy onslaught. The economy had 
to be placed on a war-time footing, with the war industries getting 
every priority and all the country’s material and spiritual forces 
rallied and concentrated on defeating the enemy. 

The Party performed a gigantic assignment. It worked out the 
quickest and most dependable ways for organising an efficient. 
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rapidly growing war econojny, and directed the powediil patriotic 
movement behind the front lines to secure timely and eScctive 
production, and a steady supjdy of arms, ammunition, food and 
clothing. Tiurty years hence one cannot h^p marvdling at the 
exploit of the working class, the entire Soviet people, who in the 
difficult conditions of the first war year, accomplished formidable 
defensive tasks, moving hundreds of major industrial enterprises 
across thousands of kilometres, restarting them in new locations, 
and building new factories, new nunes, oil wells, and other projects. 

The collective farmers performed a truly ^rious feat, supplying 
the army and population with food and indtutry with raw materials 
in the face of unheard-of material hardships and under unbelievable 
physical and moral stresses. 

Planning the war, Hitler’s strategists expected the war-time diffi¬ 
culties to disrupt the bonds between the Soviet people and the 
Communist Party. This was one oftheir biggest blunders. Loyal 
to the end, the people and the Aimed Forces followed the Party in 
the grimmest days just as they did in the glorious days of victory in 
the battlefield and the rear. 

The Nazi leaders also hoped that the Soviet economy would 
crumble under the war-time pressures. This, too, was an error of 
judgement. The very first months of the war showed that the 
economic system based on public ownership of the means of 
production and centralized planning was capable of swift conversion 
to meet war needs. 

Fascism spawned by racist and itationalist ideology, expected the 
war to disrupt the friendslup and unity of the multinational 
Soviet people. But the response to the Nazi aggression materialized 
in firm military unity of Soviet soldiers of different natioiudities. 
Russians, Ukrainians, Lithuanians, Kirghizes, Byelorussians, 
Kazakhs, Oeorgians, Letts, Uzbeks, Moldavians, Tajiks, 
Armenians, Azerbaijanians, Turlonen, Estonians and all other 
Soviet peofdes rose as one to defend their socialist homeland. 

This showed the fallacy of the essential postulates of Nazi 
strategy even in the opening, unfavourable period of the war. 

In specifically military terms this meant failure of the blitzkrieg. 

Hitler’s plan of destroying the main strength of the Soviet army and 
navy in a matter of weeks, of ending the war before winter, proved 
imachievable. The German command, confident in the blitzkrieg 
idea, had not conceded the possibility of a war of attrition, had not 
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expected to encounter the popular reiifitanoe that nadeha genume- 
ly pateiotic war for the Soviet people. 

Even in the tdoody battles of the suomm’ and autumn of 1941 
our troops won many victories, acquiring combat experience in 
deadly clashes with tte strong adversary. The fighting at Lutsk, 
Brody and Rovno, the heroic defence of Brest, Kiev and Odessa, 
the powerful drives at Smolensk, the stubborn defence of Leningrad 
and Sevastopol, wore down and decimated dozens of the enemy’s 
picked divisions, upsetting the Nazi plan of a lightning “eastern” 
campaign similar to those in Western Europe. The quick and 
easy victory prosused by >bzi propaganda and the fascist generals 
never materialized. 

m 

Our Party and the Soviet Command countered Hitler’s blitzkrieg 
with the strategy of alNout war, active defence and counter-attack, 
aimed at the complete destruction of the fascist war machine and the 
Nazi state. 

The history of the battles on the Soviet-German front is well 
known. But military theorists continue to study its lessons to 
determine what particular operations had influenced the course of 
the war and its outcome. Wluch of the battles fought in the Great 
Patriotic War had been decisive? 

The first year of the war was highlighted by the historic battle for 
Moscow. In this battle the main groupings of Soviet and German 
fascist troops clashed head-on, the enemy was smashnl and flung 
back, and compelled after heavy and tenacious fighting to go on the 
defensive along almost the entire Soviet-German front, The battle 
for Moscow had a tremendous military and political impact. It 
was the beginning of a radical reversal, which destroyed the illu¬ 
sion of the invincibility of Nazi arms. 

To explain away their setbacks at Moscow, the defeated Hitler 
generals, echoed by present-day bourgeois falsifiers, bring up 
arguments that have nothing in common with the facts. Th^ 
comfdain about the bad roads and the severity of the Russian 
winter, and refer to the ‘*lS-20-fold superiority of Soviet troops in 
stroigth and equiimient” at the time of the counter-offensive, etc. 
In fact, however, the victory at Moscow was rooted in the will and 
courage of the heroic Soviet people and its army. 
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At the begimimg of the Becond year, the q>icentre of the Great 
Patriotic War slutted to the soiUhem wing of the Soviet-Oeraiaii 
front. A fierce battle unfolded on the banks of the Don and Volga 
against a large Nazi assault group in the summer of1942. It develop¬ 
ed into two crucial and interconnected battles — the one at Stalin¬ 
grad, and the battle for the possession of the Causasus. The fascist 
invaders were poised to cut the country’s vital waterway — the 
Volga and to capture the Caucasian oil and the Don and Kuban 
breadbasket, which was to create an economically untenable 
situation and force us to surrender. They also hoped that their 
tiuust into the Transcaucasus would open their way to the Middle 
East countries. 

The attention of the entire world was riveted then to the southern 
wing of the Soviet-Oerman front. The Stalingrad Battle, which 
lasted six-and-a-half months with unslackening intensity, culounat- 
ed in a complete victory of the Soviet Army. The enemy lost nearly 
1.3 million effectives. In large measure, this was a turning point of 
the entire Second World War. 

There was bitter fighting for the Caucasus at the time of the 
Stalingrad Battle. “The great encirclement, crushing defeat and 
capture of 330,000 fascists at Stalingrad — a peerless exploit 
epitomizing the consummate warcraft of the Stalmgrad armies”. 
L.I. Brezhnev points out, “was an inspiring example for our 
Caucasian forces. Their operations deni^ the Nazis the chance of 
moving effective reinforcements from the Caucasus to Stalingrad. 
The smashing defeat of the fascist troops at Stalingrad speeded our 
victory in the Caucasus.”* The heavy defensive fighting of the 
Soviet Caucasian armies wore down the fascist force driving for 
Baku and Tua{^. The counter-offensive at Novorossiisk and in 
the Taman area, in the Salsk steppe-land and at Rostov ended in 
devastating defeat for the enemy. 

Stalingrad and the Caucasian foothills were the farthest the 
invaders ever got. Then the Soviet Army counter-attacked on the 
Volga, lifted the siege of Leningrad and launched a general offen¬ 
sive from Velikiye Luki to the Blach Sea, throwing the enemy back 
up to 700 kilometres. The echo of these victories reverberated far 
beyond the boundaries of our country. The Soviet Armed Forces 
captured the strategic initiative and t^d it until the end of the war. 

^See **Tbe E3^»loit of Oar HeroM ii lnunoilal*’, PrtfiOi Saptamber 1974. 
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In the souuner of 1943, the battle of the Kursk Bulge b^n at 
Orel and Belgorod. The German command wanted to reg^ the 
lost initiative, and victory in the battle of Kursk, Hitler hoped, 
would restore the army’s morale and his own international prestige, 
and keep the fascist coalition from falling apart. But these hopes 
never materialized. On the contrary, the campaign brought 
Germany to the brink of catastrophe. In fifty days of continuous 
fighting the 30 enemy divisions, including seven Panzer, were 
battered, with casualties running up to half a million, and more than 
3,700 aircraft and about 1,500 tanks and 3,000 guns knocked 
out. Unable to make good such ht^ losses, Germany never 
recovered from that defeat, which shook not only the Wehrmacht 
and Hitler’s Reich but the whole fascist block to the foundations. 

In no campaign after Kursk was the Nazi high command able 
to build up such a powerful strike force. Defence became the 
Wehrmacht’s only recourse, while the political leadership of the 
Reich sought to draw out the war in the hope of exploiting contra¬ 
dictions witlun the anti-Hitler coalition to conclude a separate 
peace with Britain and the United States and thus escape retribu¬ 
tion. 

These plans, however, were doomed. The year 1944 has gone 
dawn in the history of the Great Patriotic War as the year of 
decisive victories of the Soviet Armed Forces. It saw major 
campaigns indicative of both the greater strength of the Soviet 
Union and higher standards of Soviet nulitary leaderslup. The 
campaigns were organized in a series of simultaneous and conse¬ 
cutive strikes at different sectors of the front, throwing the enemy 
into confusion by forcing him to rush reserves from one point to 
another. Our offensives at Leningrad, in the Crimea, the Ukraine, 
Byelorussia, Moldavia, the Baltic republics and the Far North 
resulted in the complete liberation of Soviet territory. 

The Sloviet Army, with the active support of Polish, Czecho¬ 
slovak, Bulgarian, Rumanian and Yugoslav units, began the libera¬ 
tion of the peoples of Europe from the Brown Hague. Early in 
I94S, vast offensive operations were launched between the Vistula 
and the Oder, in East Prussia, Pomerania, Silesia and at Budapest. 
The culnunation and consummation of the Great Patriotic War, 
crowning the Soviet Army’s victory was the Battle of Berlin, the 
most stupendous of the war, in which an enemy army group of 
almost one million men was defeated. Soviet troops took the 


21 



capital of Nazi Oomany, the last stronghold of Nazism. 

On the night of May 8-9,1945, Hitler Germany’s unconditional 
surrender was signed at Karlshorst. 

Thus, the course of the war was detennined by military campaigns 
prepared and elaborated by the Soviet commmid, by battles forced 
on the Oermans by Soviet strategy. This means that the lustory 
of the war was made not by the Nazi summer offensive in 1941, 
not by German efforts to reach the Volga and Caucasus in 1942, 
not by their attempted large-scale counter-offensive at Kursk in 
1943, not by their Ust gamble on a total concentration of forces to 
defend Berlin at the expense of weakening the Western fronts. No, 
the course of the Great Patriotic War was directed by the thinking, 
actions and heroism of our Party, the Soviet people and their 
Armed Forces. 

IV 

The Soviet Umon’s victory in the Great Patriotic War was of 
world-historic significance and had a tremendous impact on all 
post-war development and the destinies of mankind. It was a 
victory of the socialist state, the anti-Hitler coalition and the forces 
of peace, democracy and social progress won in a confrontation with 
the most aggressive, reactionary forces of imperialism. It enhanced 
the Soviet Union’s international prestige immeasurably. 

Burope was rid of the scourge of fascism. Prime credit for this 
goes to the Soviet Armed Forces. Their advance beyond their 
national frontiers was prompted by the military-strategic necessity 
of completely crushing the fascist aggressors, whose stubborn 
resistance continued to the very last day of the war. It was also 
prompted by the internationalist duty of the Soviet people, whose 
soldiers entered Europe to free the peoples from the fascist yoke. 
It can be said with full justice that the liberation of Europe from 
fascism would have been impossible without the Soviet Union, 
without the resolute actions of its Armed Forces. 

The fall of Nazi Germany predetermined and hastened the defeat 
of Japanese nulitarism and ended the Second Worid War in favour 
of the forces of national liberation, democn^ and progress. In 
pursuance of its allied commitsttnts, the Soviet Union joined the 
war against Japan in August 1945. This was a just act aimed at 
defending the state interests of our country and all the victi^ of 
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Japanese aggression. It took only 23 days for the Soviet Amy, 
together with, the Aimed Forces of the Mongolian Peojde’s 
Republic, to rout the inillion*strong Kwantung Amy. The 
Soviet Union's direct participation in liquidating the Far Eastern 
seat of extreme reaction was of tranendous significance for the 
upsurge of the anti-imperialist liberation struggle in Asian countries 
and for their destiny. 

The defeat of fascism and Japanese militarism brought about a 
radical change in the world situation. Favourable international 
conditions emerged for revolutionary change in many European 
and Asian countries. The working people of Poland, Czecho¬ 
slovakia, Bulgaria, Rumania, Hungary, the Oerman Democratic 
Republic, Yugoslavia, Albania, the Koren People’s Democratic 
Republic, the People’s Republic of China and the Democratic 
Republic of Vietnam put an end to capitalist and landlord rule 
and carried out far-reaching social, political and economic trans¬ 
formations. Socialism became a world system, a powerful com¬ 
munity of socialist states was formed. 

The Soviet Union’s victory in the war against Oerman fascism 
showed that there is no force on earth capable of crushing socialism, 
lulting mankind’s, inexorable advance along the road of social 
progress and turning back the clock of history. It Mly bore out 
Lenin’s words that "a nation in which the majority of the workers 
and peasants realize, feel and see that they are ^hting for their 
own Soviet power, for the rule of the working people, for the 
cause whose victory will ensure them and their children all the 
benefits of culture, of all that has been created by human labour — 
such a nation can never be vanquished” (Vol. 29, p. 319). Our 
victory, which revealed the decisive advantages of the socialist 
social and state system, multiplied the attractive force of socialism 
and the ideas of Marxism-Leninism. 

The war and the victory that crowned it demonstrated the 
fundamental superiority of the new, socialist type of army over the 
army of exploiter society. 

The victory was a triumph for Soviet, socialist military organi¬ 
zation, Soviet military science and war-craft. Part of the peoide, 
sharing their objectives and interests, the Soviet Armed Forces 
superbly performed their patriotic and internationalist duty. 
R^ied round the Communist Party, they demonstrated their 
boundless loyalty and love for the Motherland and devotion to 
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the ideab of commanaiw. ThfriemlOoftiKWwere crarindng 
proof of Uie ftqxffiority oftfae Soviet o'ea'tbebomrgeousiiljtary 
science and warcraft. Fascist Oeraany was sulitarily the strcmgest 
country of the capitalist world. Its military art was rooted in 
centuries of experience in predatory wars waged by German 
militarism. Yet it proved ineffectual in the confrontation with 
Soviet military art. 

Soviet partisans contributed to the war effort by their haoic 
struggle against the invaders in the occupied territories. The 
people’s resistance in the enemy rear was an inalienable element of 
the victorious strategy of the Great Patriotic War. 

Bourgeois falsifiers of history try to belittle the significance of 
the Soviet Union’s victory and its inspiring example for the 
freedom-loving peofdes of the world. But the battlefields of the 
Great Patriotic War were the arena of a confrontation between 
socialism and imperiaUsm in which the viability of the two opposite 
social systems was put to the test. And if one is to be objective 
one must concede the superiority of socialism over the capitalist 
social system, something ^urgeois ideologists caimot afford to do. 

Contrary to the well-known facts, they deny the Soviet Union’s 
decisive role in the defeat of fascist Germany. Bourgeois literature 
on the war distorts the truth. It usually belittles the significance of 
Soviet-German front and the Soviet people’s liberation struggle, 
presents a distorted picture of Soviet military operations and 
ignores the factors that contributed to our victory. 

To this day bourgeois writers repeat old and mvent new myths 
about the reasons for the failure of the fascist aggression against the 
Soviet Union, highlighting either ‘'natural causes” (the climate, 
long distances) or “subjective factors” (interference of the Nazi 
leaders in the plans and actions of the military command, the 
“enigmatic Russian character”). It is frequently claimed that the 
decisive victories over Oermany were not at Moscow, Stalingrad, 
Kursk and Berlin, but in the “battle for the Atlantic”, in North 
Africa, the Mediterranean and Northern France. Some say that 
the key factor in the development of the world-wide anti-fascist 
struggle was the entry of the United States into the war. 

But facts are facts. The Sloviet-Geiman front was the main 
front ofWorld War II in every respect: territory and forces involved, 
intensity and duratum of operations and outcome of the struggle. 
Throughout the war the overwhelming proportion of the enemy’s 


24 



TREACREROXJl 
INVASION. RAIN 
OF NAZI B0MB4 
FROlft TH£ $KIB9 
AND I BRROR 
AND PSAR IN 
children's 
BYES 








forces wid sMtericl were engaged oti tJw Soviet^Ctamu front, 
fri the 1,418 long ud bitter fightiag days and n^ihts is w&ich our 
.^detory ms forged, 607 dmdons of Oomany and itt allka were 
wiped out or routed, as apinst 176 divisions destroyed or captured 
by American and Rritish forces in North Africa and Western 
Europe — and these mainly towards the end of the war, when 
Oenaany’s drfeat was already apparent, 

These figures alone are sufficient proof that the Soviet people 
bore the brunt of the war. However, white stressing the decisive 
part played by our country and its Aimed Forces in the defeat of 
fascism, Soviet peojfie always see that victory as the j oint victory of 
freedomdoving peoples, democrats and patriots all over the 
world, fri celebrating the 30th anniversary ofvictory, they do not 
forget the heroism of the soldiers of the Polish army and Czecho¬ 
slovak corps who fought side by side with the Soviet Anny. They 
give the peoples of theUmted States, Great Britain, France, Canada 
and other countries of the anti-Hitler coalition their due for their 
contributions to the defeat of fascist Germany and to the victory. 
The brave fliers of the French Normandie-Niemen unit fought 
successfully from Soviet bases. Soviet people appreciate the 
contributions of all participants in the anti-fascist struggle: the 
heroes of the Slovak National Uprising, the Warsaw and Prague 
risings, the risings in Bulgaria and Rumania, the brave soldios of 
Yugoslavia’s national-liberation army, the guerrillas of Albania 
and Greece, the Hungarian patriots in the anti-fascist underground, 
the best sons of the German people who braved fierce terror to 
fight for a free Germany. Th^ pay tribute to the courage of 
the resistance fighters who opposed Hitlerism in all occupied 
lands. 

The anti-Hitler coalition has gone down in history as an example 
of successful cooperation of countries with different sodal systems 
in the common straggle against the aggressor. A broad inter¬ 
national alliance of public forces took shape in the course of the 
war, forces jointly fighting for thdr countries* national indepen- 
dwice, democracy and social prop^s. And Uie working dass and 
Communist Parties were in the forefront of these anti-freciat 
forces. 

The Soviet Union’s decisive contribution to the <^mt of Hidec 
Germany and the leading role played by Communists m the 
Resistance were natural manifestations of the great hittoTic^ 
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mssioo of the internatioiul wrking class, the liberator class at the 
focal point of our epoch. 

What are the main leuons of the Great Patriotic War? 

The Great Patriotic War, and World War n in general, reaffirmed 
beyond all doubt the decisive role of the masses in socio-historic 
development. Kavingbegunas a clash between capitalist coalitions, 
the war later became a just, liberation struggle against fascism- 
The participation of millions of people fully realizing the just 
objectives of the fight against the aggressor was one of the prime 
factors in the defeat of fascist Germany and its satellites. 

The war's outcome is a stem reminder to the reactionary forces 
of latter-day imperialism still harbouring plans of war against the 
Soviet state and the socialist world system. German fascism's 
doom was sealed with its attack against the most advanced social 
system, for the birth and development of socialism to replace the 
old, obsolescent bourgeois society is an inevitable and in¬ 
exorable process. There is no halting it. It is a way of history, 
increasin^y coming into play today, in conditions when world 
reaction stands opposed by the mighty community of socialist 
states, the broad revolutionary labour and national-liberation 
movements, progressive forces the world over. 

The Great Patriotic War, and World War n in general, exposed 
international imperialism with Us predatory, expansionist polices 
as the sole perpetrator of aggression and instigator of wars. That 
is why the peoples’ prime task in averting a new world war is to 
struggle against imperialism, curb its aggressive forces and counter 
its militarist aspirations. 

The efforts of the Soviet Union, other fraternal socialist countries 
and progressive forces all over the world have pushed back the 
threat of world war. But military preparations by imperialist 
states, far from being scaled down, are in a sense being stepped up. 
The NATO powers are raising annual military expenditures, 
wlupping Mp the arms race and stockinling weapons of mass 
destruction. There remains the danger of new nulitary provoca¬ 
tions that could aggravate the intonat ional situation to a dangerous 
point. A just peace in Indochina has not yet been aclueved; 
there is no political settlement in the Middle East; a source of 
tmsions remains in the Eastern Mediterranean. 

The continuing war preparations ofm^terialistcountriesdemand 
constant strengthening of the defence capability of the sodalist 
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commumty and i«adiness to repulse any reactionary in^erialist 
mcroachment. Assessing the woiid sitxiation the Conummist 
and Workers' parties noted at their 1969Meeting that, “relying on 
its steadily growing economic and defence potential, the world 
socialist system fetters imperialism, reduces its possibilities of 
exporting counter-revolution... So long as the aggressive NATO 
bloc exists, the Warsaw Treaty Organization has an isq>ortant role 
to play in safeguarding the security of the socialist countries against 
armed attack by the imperialist powers and in ensuring peace”. 

The Communist Party of the Soviet Union is working persever- 
ingly for the Peace Programme adopted by its 24th Congress. 
Peaceful coexistence of countries with different social systems 
remains the basic foreign-policy guideline of the Party and the 
Soviet state. It is a reflection of the Soviet Union’s long-term 
strategy in relations with the capitalist world. Experience conti¬ 
nuously confirms the correctness of that policy and its positive 
effect on detente and the improvement of the world political 
climate. The task is to make detente irreversible and supplement 
political with military detente. But the Soviet state’s peaceful 
foreign policy combines with readiness to repulse any aggressor. 

Naturally, these lessons do not cover all t^ experience gained 
by the Soviet people, their Armed focoes and all progressive people 
of the world in the last war. The task is to continue to study 
it more deeply and ably use the lessons of the war in the fight 
for peace and international security, for organizing resistance to 
any aggression the reactionary forces of imperialism might venture 
to launch. “Communists”, says Leomd Dezhnev, “cannot and 
should not wait until the flames of a new world war are kindled. 
It is the duty of Communists all over the world to forestall any 
Such turn of events, prevent the imperialists from unleashing a new 
war, and do everything to strengthen the unity of the world 
communist movement.” 


The Soviet people are marking the 30th anniversary of the 
world-historic victory over the German fascist invaders in an 
atmosphere of tremendous political and labour enthusiasm generat¬ 
ed by the successful fulfilment of the plans approved by the 24th 
Congress of the CPSU. 
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The acluevements of socialist constntcUoo create a relkble 
basis for enhancing the Soviet Union’s defence potoitial and the 
fighting straigth of its Armed Forces. Thanks to the concern of 
thd Communist Party and efforts of the Soviet peoi^e, the Armed 
Forces have all they need to administer a fitting rebuff to any 
aggression. 

In the latter 1930s and early 19^ the Soviet Union's efforts to 
help set up a collective security system were unsuccessful. Then 
it was tltt only socialist country in a capitalist environment. Tfungs 
are different today; the past 30 years have radically changed 
the face of Europe and the world, the political structures and the 
possibilities for ensuring European and world security. The 
world alignment of forces has changed in favour of socialism and 
against imperialism. The community of socialist states and 
their armies is advancing and gaining in strength. Imperialism no 
longer has military superiority. The Soviet Union’s defence 
potential is now sufficient to guarantee the peaceful building of 
communism in our country. A broad alliance of class, govern* 
meat and public forces has formed in the struggle for peace and 
security, and is a curb on imperialism’s aggressiveness. These 
actuevements of world socialism and the jn^ogressive forces are 
not accidental; they are the result of objective historical develop¬ 
ment. 

The socialist world system, the socialist armies, the workers', 
communist and national-liberation movements are reliable 
guarantors of world peace. And there can be no doubt that if any¬ 
one tries to demolish the edifice of socialism by military force he 
will inevitably meet his doom. 
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The Great Victory of the Heroic Soviet Army 


Pham Von Dot^ 

Member, Political Bureau, Central Committee, 

Vietnamese Working People’s Party, 
Prime Minister of tbe Democratic Republic of Vietnam. 

The victory of the Soviet people and the heroic Soviet Army 
over German fascism was of truly historic importance for the 
development of all mankind, Pham Van Dong stated in an inter* 
view on the occasion of the 30th anniversary of the victory over 
fascism broadcast on Soviet tdevision on May 4, 1975. 

As Comrade Ho Chi Minh once said: “by this victory the 
Soviet people not only defended its socialist state, but also made a 
major contribution to the cause of liberation of many other 
countries and saved all the humanity from the yoke of fascism.” 

Pham Van Dong stressed that mankind will forever be grateful 
to the Soviet people, because having made incalculable sacrifices, 
it created by its victory the conditions for the formation of 
the world socialist system, for the mighty upsurge of the national 
liberation movement in the countries of Asia, Africa and Latin 
America, for the rapid growth of the working class movement in 
capitalist countries. The imited might of these three revolu¬ 
tionary streams now determines the course of the world’s develop¬ 
ment. 

Saying that the Soviet people’s victory opened the road to the 
formation and development of socialist countries in Europe, Asia 
and Latin America, Plum Van Dong stated that the strengthening 
of the countries of socialism is an important guarantee of universal 
peace. 

The Vietnamese people, Pham Van Dong said, has timely 
taken advantages of the favourable conditions that resulted from 
the victory over fascism, successfully carried out the August 
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Revolution, formed the Democratic Re^bUc of Vietnam, the 
first socialist state in South-East Asia, the invincible outpost of 
the socialist system in this area. Then the Vietnamese people 
fought against the French ccfionialists and defeated them. It 
fought against the American imperialists and defeated them, 
compelling them to sign the Paris Agreement. Now the Viet¬ 
namese people have concluded the liberation of South Vietnam. 
All this process of struggle and victories is at the same time a 
process of building, strengthening and developing socialism in 
the DRV, a powerful basis of t he revolutionary cause of the entire 
Vietnamese people. 

“The Vietnamese people,” Pham Van Dong said, “entertain 
heartfelt sympathy and feelings for the Soviet people, which came 
into being long time ago and consistently developed in the course 
of the hard struggle of the Vietnamese people. 

“With a feeling of unlimited happiness we stress that fraternal 
cooperation between our peoples is developing and strengthening. 
The peoples of our countries are united by strong friendslup and 
militant solidarity, based on the principles of Marxism-Leninism 
and proletarian internationalism- The manifold support and 
great effective aid given by the Soviet Union in the years of 
repelling American aggression and in the construction of socialism 
in the DRV, its support in the course of the present revolutionary 
struggle of the Vietnamese people, are a fine expression of this 
friendship.” 

“We shall always be loyal to the cause of Lenin and the October 
Revolution, loyal to our unbreakable friendship," Pham Van 
Dong stressed. 
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So That War Shall Never Again 
Start j&om German Soil 


Friedrich Ebert 

Member, Political Bureau, Central Committee, 

Socialist United Party of the GDR 

This spring the people of the German Democratic Republic are 
celebrating a truly great holiday, the 30th anniversary of liberation 
from Nazism. There Itave been many "red-letter days" in my more 
than 60 years in politics. But never, neither under the Kaiser, nor 
in the Weimar Republic, nor under Nazid ictatorship, were they 
holidays for all Germans, for there was the class division separat¬ 
ing the mass of exploited from the small group of exploiters. It 
is probably safe to say that May 8, 1945 was a happy day for all 
Germans, for it marked the end, at long last, of the war udeashed 
by the Nazis in 1939. 

However, with the exception of the none-too-numerous contin¬ 
gent of active anti-fascist Resistance fighters, the overwhelming 
feeling among the people was one of fear, fear that they would 
have to pay for the Nazi crimes against humanity. Long years of 
anti-Communist and anti-Soviet policy, culminating in the Nazi 
attack on the USSR in June 1941, had left a deep imprint on the 
German mind. 

On May 8, 1945, the people had not yet come to see that the 
Soviet victory was just as historically inevitable as the defeat of 
Nazi Germany. For it was not merely the victory of one army over 
another, but also the triumph of the profoundly humanistic social¬ 
ist system over the criminal system of exploitation, oppression and 
death*>’a victory that reaffirmed the superiority of the socialist 
political and social system over imperialism. 

With no really deep knowled^ of Marxism-Leninism, the 
progressive elements, including even those in the working-class 
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movement, did not immediately aj^reciate that this victory was 
a historic tuming point for our people, that their liberation ^ the 
glorious Soviet army was an important stage in world socialism’s 
development, begun by the Great October Socialist Revolution. 
But the great political and social changes in the German Demo¬ 
cratic Republic, carried out with the effective material and 
ideological assistance of the USSR and the CPSU, made Libera¬ 
tion Day an important event in the life of our people, and they 
celebrate it together with the whole of progressive mankind. 

The road we have traversed since Nazi Germany’s uncondi¬ 
tional surrender, the road that has made the GDR an inalienable 
part of the socialist community, has been a successful and at the 
same time a very complex one. Today, the problems we have 
to solve and the means of solving them are more or less balanced. 
This is due primarily to the steadily strengthening material and 
technical base of each socialist state and of the community as 
a whole. But immediately after May 8, I94S, the politically 
conscious forces of the German working-class movement were 
faced with problems that seemed absolutely insoluble. But 
solved they had to be. 

The numerous measures taken by the Soviet military authorities 
to ward off starvation, restart industry, transport and the 
cultural institutions gradually but steadily helped to obliterate 
the anti-Bolshevik stereotypes engraved in the minds of nuUions. 
They also helped to promote the indestructible friendship that 
now exists between the peoples of the ODR and the Soviet Union. 

The all-round disinterested assistance and support of the 
Soviet Communists was decisive in overcoming the terrible con¬ 
sequences of Nazism and in building a state from whose soil 
war shall never again start. This was kneely felt by members 
of the two workers’ parties, the Communists and the Social- 
Democrats, the offices and men of the Soviet Army willingly 
and in comradely spirit shared with them their rich experience 
in building socialist society. 

The politically more mature forces of the German working- 
class movement had a clear understanding of the basic task and 
how to cope with it. Maximum use had to be made of the favourable 
situation resulting from the victory of the Soviet Union and the 
anti-Hilter coalition and from the aggravated crisis of world 
imperialism, to root out, once and for all, imperialism and mili- 
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tartsm in Germany. This implied laying the foundations for the 
political power of the working dass and socialism. 

But on May 8. 194S tlure were still many obstacles to that. 
The working-class movement lacked a revolutionary vanguard 
in the form of a united and militant Marxist party. The split in 
the working class dating back to World War I had to be headed. 
It had hampered the fight against imperialism and to a decisive 
extent helped the Nazi takeover. 

The German working class had to pay for this with the death 
of many of its finest sons in the anti-fascist struggle of 1933-194S. 
The names of Thaelmann and Breitscheid symbolize the tens of 
thoxtsands of German Communists and Social-Democrats who 
gave their lives in heroic battle against fascist barbarity. In the 
underground, in the hellish concentration camps and in the anti¬ 
fascist Resistance abroad, there matured the basic understanding 
that the only way to put an end to imperialist crises and war was 
to destroy the very foundations of imperialist power, and that the 
only force capable of doing that was the working class led by a 
united Marxist-Leninist Party. 

Immediately after liberation members of the two workers' 
parties strove for united action. But between this honest desire 
for unity and its practical realization were circumstances, the 
complexity of which the younger generation cannot readily 
appreciate. As one who had an active part in the unity process, 
I welt remember the thinking and behaviour of many honest 
Social-Democrat activists. We know from history that the 
thoughts and actions of such Social-Democrats were largely 
determined by bourgeois parliamentary concepts which “hamper¬ 
ed the struggle for a fundamentally new organization of the state 
as an instrument of working-class power. At first, many Social- 
Democrats’positive attitude towards the Soviet Union was merely 
a matter of political expediency. They did not yet realize that 
friendship with the Soviet Union was in the vital interests of 
the working class and an expression of proletarian internationalism. 
Many Social-Democrats, while strongly urging implementation 
of the joint anti-fascist and democratic measures envisaged in 
the agreement with the Communist Party, not infrequently tried 
to apply old reformist methods and had illusions about the in¬ 
tentions of the imperialist occupying powers. They sincerely 
worked side by side with the Communists, but their inconsistency 
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enabled the opportunist leaders to try to undemune faith in the 
strength of the working cla8s> incite anti-communism and 
anti-Sovietism and thereby widen the sfdit within the working 
class.”* 

I vividly remember the spirited debates among Social-Demo¬ 
crats in the Soviet Occupation Zone over how best to alter the 
class structure of rural Oennany, where the big landowners, 
the junkers, still held sway. The Communist Party, in its historic 
appeal "To the Working Folk of Town and Village, Men and 
Women, Young Germans!” of June 11, 1945, demanded full 
and uncompensated liquidation of the big estates and their 
transfer, together with all property, to the provinical authorities 
for distribution among farm labourers and propertyless peasants. 
Today everybody realizes that this was the only correct way 
to complete one of the major aspects of the bourgeois-democratic 
revolution begun in November 1918; the only way, in fact, to 
lay an indestructible foimdation for the worker-peasant alliance 
and prepare the ground — literally and figuratively — for the 
socialist reality which our Constitution difines in these words: 
"The German Democratic Republic is a socialist state of workers 
and peasants. It is the political organizntion of the labouring 
people of town and country led by the working class and its 
Marxist-Lcninist Party.” 

In 1945, many Social-Democrats did not question the need to 
break up the big landed estates for distribution among the re¬ 
settlers, poor peasants and farm labourers. What they did 
question was uncompensated appropriation, and also the need 
for a worker-peasant alliance, now the natural and indestructible 
foundation of the German Democratic Republic. 

Our Soviet comrades helped bring about ideological clarity on 
this crucial issue. Trained and steeled by the Party of Lenin, and 
combining firm consistency with comradely tact, they shared with 
us their rich experience, always in the sense of Marxism-Leninism 
as a guide to action, never as mechanical copying of Soviet 
methods in building the worker-peasant alliance. 

The Soviet Communists helped us understand the need for 

*ClaM Straggle—l^adhuia-^odaliim. I^om the Early Htstoiy of the 
aermao People to the Pormtdon of Develc^ed Sodaliit Sodety In the 
Oermiii Democnitic RepuMie.” Beriia, 1974, pp. $00-501. 
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ideological preconditions for a merger of the Communist and 
Social'Democratic parties. Hundreds of thousands of their 
members were working in the joint action committees, and there 
was a spontaneous desire for a united party, but not everyone 
understood the need for full ideologic clarity prior to or¬ 
ganizational merger. This sincere desire of many Social-Demo¬ 
crats to overcome,at one strolK, the fatal split of the German 
working-class movement betrayed inadequate knowledge of 
Lenin’s strtiggle for the new-type party or underestimation of 
that struggle. 

Our comrades in the Communut Party were faced with other, 
though no less complex problems. Fiist, we had “to carry out 
thorough ideologicaland political education so that all Party mem¬ 
bers fully understood the new tasks of the working-class movement 
after liberation from Nazism, the need to overcome dogmatic 
and sectarian influences. Implementation of the Communist- 
Social-Democrat agreement on joint action entailed complex 
political and ideological strug^e'*.* 

Many of these problems were resolved in our joint effort to 
establish an anti-fascist democratic order. And from the numerous, 
at times painful, lessons there grew the irreversible urge for 
organizational unity. That was sealed on April 21 . 1946, with 
the symbolic handshake of the Cfiairman of the Comituinist 
Party, Wilhelm Pieck, and of the Social-Democratic Party, 
Otto Grotewohl. Thus was bom the Socialist Unity Party of 
Germany which re-established unity of the German working 
class in the spirit of Marx, Engds and Lenin. This was histori¬ 
cally inevitable, but it would have been inconceivable without 
the constant and comprehensive ideological, political and material 
assistance of the Soviet Communists. Proof of that could be 
seen in the deplorable course of events that had taken in the 
Western occupation zones, though there, too, the Communists 
and honest Social-Democrats were anxious to achieve unity. 

The 1,300,000 members of the SUPG were proud of the fact 
that progress towards ideological clarity had made unity possible. 
But unity on a Marxist basis was the first, albeit decisive, step. 
To appreciate the scale and scope of the problems facing us at 
that time it should be remembered that “the Socialist Unity 

*Ibid.,p. SOI. 
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Party of Oennany, contiauing all tte revolotionaiy traditions 
of the German working-class movement, was transformed, in 
the process (my italics F,S.) of construction, into a Mandst- 
Leninist party. Taldng the CFSU as a model, and drawing on 
its wealth of experience, the SUPG withstood all the ordeals 
of the harsh conditions of class .struggle as the vanguard of the 
working class and of all working people”.' 

What problems did the Party have to tackle first? It has to be 
brought home to the former Social-Democrats in the SUPG that 
Lenin was the brilliant continuer of the cause of Marx and Engels 
in in^rialism's formative period. For decades, imperialist pro¬ 
paganda, condoned and even supported by the rightist leaders 
of Germany’s Social-Democrat Party, had maligned Leninism, 
the CPSU and the Soviet Union. TUs had to end. Besides, the 
history of the German working-class movement, particularly 
since the turn of the century, had to be critically reviewed, and 
this led to many differences of opinion. The development 
of the SUPG as a Marxist-Leainbt party also required that the 
principles of democratic centralism, criticism and self-criticism, 
and conscious discipline should become a natural component 
of the ideology of its every member. 

Need it be said that members of Lenin's Party were our model, 
our helpers and comrades-in-arms? 1 remember the many talks I 
had with comrades of the Soviet Military Administration in Ger¬ 
many and members of the CPSU leadership concerning demo¬ 
cratic development in the face of fascist intrigue and imperialist 
interference, implementation of the Potsdam and Allied Control 
Council's decisions on demilitarization, denazification and 
democratization, and inner-Party development. 

This was crucial for our economy, for our first steps in planning, 
for our efiforts to organic a democratic state and revive cultur^ 
life. In addition there was the invaluable Soviet aid in food, seed, 
harvesters and tractors. The sweeping Soviet measures helping 
the revival of the German people on an anti-fascist, democratic 
foundation changed the people’s attitude to the Soviet Army. 
They began to understand that Soviet soldiers and the peoples 
of the Soviet Union were helpers and class brothers aspiring to 

* “Twenty-five Yeaii of the ODR—A Quarter Century of Struggle for 
Peace, Democracy and SocUkm.” Berfin, 1974, p. 10. 
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the same lofty goal to which Gefman working people, too, had 
aspired for so long; that war should never again start from 
German soil. This change in people’s tlunking was reflected in 
their use of the word “friends” in reference to Russians, and 
this has taken deep root in the GDR. 

The active alliance of the CPSU and SUPC grew still more 
significant when it became obvious that home and foreign reaction 
was bent on reviving imperialism in the Western zones, preclud¬ 
ing the prospect of aunited peace-loving and democratic German 
republic. As the only possible reponse to the fotmding of the 
FRO, and expressing, the will of the people, we constituted the 
German Democratic Republic on October 7, 1949. Imperialism 
which had succeeded in restoring its positions within the limits 
of the FRG, naturally regarded this logical step as a challenge. 
The establishment of the GDR was, indeed, no simple act of 
founding a second state on German soil to formalize the gains 
of the anti-fascist, democratic overturn. It meant (and here lay 
threat to imperialism) that socialism on German soil — the pro¬ 
gramme aim of the SUPG — had entered the stage of practice. 

The “Main Principles and Aims of the Socialist Unity Party 
of Germany,” adopted by its inaugural congress, said clearly: 
“Solution of the everyday problems, however, will not eliminate 
the system of capitalist exploitation and oppression, will not 
abolish the anarchy of the capitalist mode of production, will 
not yield final assurances of peace.” 

Mindful of the historical mission of the working class, the 
SUPG drew the following conclusion: “The working class will 
not liberate itself from exploitation and oppression until it also 
liberates all society from exploitation and oppression and 
builds a socialist society. Socialism assures all nations, all peoples 
free exercise, of their rights and development of their abilities. 
Socialism alone represents for humanity the kingdom of freedom 
and universal well-being.” The decisive precondition for this 
was clear : the working class had to win political power under 
the leadership of the Marxist-Lenim'st Party and in alliance with 
all other working people. The Founding of the GDR represented 
the fulfilment of this objective. The aim set in April 1946 (“The 
Socialist Unity Party of Germany is fighting for this new state 
on the basis of a democratic republic”) has been the corner stone 
of GDR policy since October 7, 1949. 
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The establishment of the GDR was a turning point in the 
history of the Gennan and other peoples of Ewope. It would 
have been inconceivable without the invaluable assistance of the 
peoples of the Soviet Union under the leadership of Lenin’s Party 
Erich Honecker, First Secretary of the CC SUPG, stressed this 
historic fact in his speech on the 2Sth anniversary of the ODR. 
“The heroic struggle of the Soviet people,” he said, “liberated 
our people from fascism and enabl^ them to take the road to 
progress. The development of our German Democratic 
Republic was and is unthinkable without fraternal alliance with 
the Soviet Union. This unshakeable principle of our policy has 
deep roots in the struggle of the finest sons of the German working 
class who have since the day of the Great October Socialist 
Revolution shown their allegiance to the Party and country of 
Lenin, the embodiment of the future of mankind. It was in this 
spirit that they began to implant friendship with the Soviet Union 
in the minds and hearts of our people in 1945. The great idea of 
friendslup with the Soviet Union accompanied our first under* 
takings and became the foundation of our state. More, it was 
thanlu to this friendship, thanks to being part of the socialist 
community, that the German Democratic Republic is now a 
constituent of the world’s most powerful and influential force — 
the force of socialism, which has consolidated itself securely on 
three continents.” 

In his speech on the same occasion, L. 1. Brezhnev, General 
Secretary of the CC CPSU, described the sharpness of the struggle 
for the now securely formalized results, recalling “the persistence 
of the imperialist circles in trying to break...the republic, to 
prevent it from consolidating itself in Europe, to prevent inter¬ 
national recognition of the GDR as a sovereign state”. Comrade 
Brezhnev noted, however, that though the imperialists are using 
a variety of political, ideological, economic and military means, 
their struggle is doomed to failure. Imperialism’s attempts 
“were frustrated by the joint efforts of the fraternal socialist 
states. Recognition of the GOR in international law was listed 
as one of the important aims in a!! the programmatic foreign- 
policy documents of the Warsaw Treaty countries and the decisions 
of the European and international meetings of Conununist 
parties. Ute struggle for the recognition of the GDR r8nk«i 
among the key objectives of the Peace Programme of the Twenty- 
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Fourth CPSU Congress. And what had to come about did 
come about. The Oennan Democratic Republic, the first state 
of the Oennan working people in history, is now officially re¬ 
cognized by practically the entire world and occupies its Intimate 
place in the United Nations. 

Developments since May 8, 1945, confirm the historic signifi¬ 
cance of the active alliance between the CPSU and SUPO. It has 
given birth to the profound, unbreakable and continuously 
growing friendship between the 250 million people of the USSR 
and the 17 million citizens of the socialist GDR. 

As a member of the SUPG leadership since the Party’s birth 
and as the long-time President of the German-Soviet Friendship 
Society, 1 have witnessed and participated in the growth of the 
active alliance with Lenin’s Party and of our people’s friendship 
with the peoples of the Soviet Union. On the eve of the 30th 
anniversary of liberation from fascism, I feel entitled to express 
some thoughts, based partly on personal experience. 

The 30 years since liberation have been a period of successful 
struggle for the consistent implementation of the bequests of the 
heroes of the anti-fascist Resistance and the millions of fighters of 
the anti-Hitler coalition, in which the Soviet Union was the decisive 
force. May 8, 1945, was the beginning of new phase in the strug¬ 
gle for peace, democracy and socialism on ail continents. Con¬ 
sonant with the lessons of history and the epoch of transition from 
capitalism to socialism, the GDR and its citizens have dedicated 
themselves to the lofty aim of safeguarding and strengthening 
peace and promoting democracy and social justice throughout 
the world. Now they are making impressive progress in the 
drive for the aims set by the Eighth SUPG Congress (1971) and 
mark the liberation anniversary in line with their advanced ideas 
and deeds in the name of socialism, in the name of lasting peace. 

The 30 years since liberation have seen constant fraternal aid and 
support from the Soviet Union and the CPSU to the consolida¬ 
tion of the SUPG as a millitant Mandst-Leninist party acclaimed 
by friends and feared by enemies as a staunch fighter for the 
of Marx, Engels and Lenin. 

The 30 years since liberation have been a period of creative use 
of Marxist-Leninist theory in building a devloped socialist 
society in the GDR. All varieties of bourgeois ideology have 
suffered a crushing defeat on its territory. 
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The 30 yean since liberation have seen the growth of the sO' 
dalist world system into a decisive force in the struggle against 
imperialism‘ The system of exploitation has suffered defeats of 
historic impact. 

Last but not least, the 30 years since liberation have seen the 
consolidation of the socialist community, in which the 17 million 
citizens of the ODR are firmly integrated. 

Thanks primarily to the Leninist national policy of the USSR, 
the alliance with the socialist community embMies Marx’s brilliant 
proposition : “For the peoples to unite effectively, they must have 
common interests. For thdr interests to the same, the existing 
property relations must be destroyed, because th^ give rise to 
the exploitation of peoples by other peoples; none but the working 
class has a stake in destroying the existing property relations. 
So it is the only class that can do so. At the same time, the 
proletariat’s victory over the bour^oisie means elimination of 
all the national and industrial conflicts that breed hostility between 
peoples at the present time” (Marx, Poland). 

By decision of its legislature, the historic changes registered in 
the ODR on its 2Sth anniversary are also recorded in the Con> 
stitution. This is a logical sequel to the development that began 
with the victory of the Soviet Union over fascism. Diiring this 
period our foreign policy was constantly attuned to the principle 
of serving socialism, peace, international understanding and 
security, promoting principles of peaceful coexistence, and sup* 
portingstatesand peoples fighting against imperialism, colonialism 
and all other forms of oppression. What the peoples of the ODR 
feel strongest these days is now and forever recorded as a con¬ 
stitutional principle : “The German Democratic Republic is 
irreversibly and for all time connected with the Union of Soviet 
Socialist Republics by bonds of friendship. The close and fraternal^ 
alliance with th^ USSR guarantees the people of the German 
Democratic Republic further progress along the road of 
socialism and peace. 

“The German Demociutic is an inseparable constituent of the 
community of socialist states. Loyal to the principles of socialist 
internationalism, it contributes to the strengthening of the 
community of socialist states, promotes and developes friendship, 
all-round cooperation and mutual assistance with all states of the 
socialist community.” (Constitution of the O.D.R.) 

40 



The future of our people is thus assured by its unbreakable 
friendship and cooperation with the Soviet Union and its con* 
solidatiott as a member of the socialist community. The citizens 
of the ODR have learned to appreciate the fact that the alliance 
with Soviet Union is a source of strength and vitality. Tins is 
why the 30th anniversary of liberation sees our republic ranged 
firmly on the side of the victors, those who are fovoured by 
history, those who are moving irrespressibly towards the world 
triumph of socialism. 
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May 8, 1945 : A Day that Changed the World 


Prof. Erich Correns 

President, National Council, National Front of the Oennan 
Democratic Republic. 

Member, Council of State, Member Academy of Sciences of the 
German Democratic Republic. 

This year’s May 8, will be the culminating point of social life for 
the citizens of the German Democratic Republic. Thirty years 
have passed since the Soviet Union and its allies enforced un¬ 
conditional surrender on German fascism. With this victory the 
most horrible and disastrous of world wars came to an end in 
Europe. It cost fiAy million lives and brought unimaginable 
suffering to the peoples on the continent. 

Nazism pursu^ the extremely chauvinist and predatory objec¬ 
tives of the German monopolists and big landowners. It did not 
only aim at and practise the plundering of raw materials, food and 
other goods. It did not only subjugate millions of people in many 
parts of Europe, exploiting them as labour slaves to the point of 
pt^sical destruction and embarking on the extermination of entire 
peoples. All this, however barbaric in itself, was subordinated to 
the overriding aim of establishing the world supremacy of the 
fascist brand of imperialism As a matter of necessity, therefore, 
all efforts centred on the attempt to wipe out the fint socialist 
state in human history, the Soviet Union, which fascism rightly 
regarded as the main obstacle^o the implements tion of its aggressive 
sclwmes. 

Many forces participated in crushing the fascist war machine 
which was chiefly directed against socialism and, thus, against 
humanism and progress in general: nullions of soldiers of the 
allied armies, the partisans in the Soviet Union, the resistance 
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fighters in Poland, Ciechoslovakia, Norway, Denmark, France, 
B^um, the Netherlands, Liuemburg, Yugoslavia, Hungary and 
Italy. Oermany’s honour was saved by those hundreds of thou* 
sands of German anti-fascists who were fighting in complete 
clandestinity, in prisons, in exile and in resistance organizations 
and partisan units in many European countries. But historical 
justice commands us to state that the main burden in this gigantic 
struggle against humanity’s relapse into barbarity fell on the peoples 
of the Soviet Union and their glorious armies. 

The Soviet Union, where power is wielded by the workers and 
farmers, where socialism had been built and the political and 
moral unity of Soviet society established, proved to be far stronger 
than its imperialist opponents in World War II. The victory 
gained by the USSR under the leaderslup of its Communist Party 
was not simply the victory of one army over another. It was the 
victory of the future of mankind, as embodied in the profoundly 
humanistic system of socialism, over the system of imperialism 
which, historically, is irrevocably condemned to disappear. 

The Great Patriotic War of the Soviet Union confirm^ Lenin’s 
words which now are true of all peoples who have shaken off once 
and for all the imperialist system of the exploitation of man by 
man; *’It will never be possible to defeat a people, the majority of 
whose workers and farmers have come to recognize, feel and see 
that they defend their own power, Soviet power, the power of the 
working people, that th^ defend a cause whose victory enables them 
and their children to enjoy all cultural treasures, to make use of all 
fruits of human labour.” 

The victory over Nazism led to a fimdamental change in the 
international balance of forces. May 8, 1945 changed the world 
in the full sense of the word. Thanks to their liberation by the 
Soviet Union numerous peoples were not only able to shake off the 
fascist yoke, but also succeeded in ridding themselves of the 
imperialist exploiters in theii country. There emerged a commu¬ 
nity of socialist states in which the rule of capitalists and big land- 
ownersisoveronceandforall. The breathtaking progress ofthe 
national liberation movements was another major factor in shifting 
the world balance of forces. More than 80 countries have freed 
themselves of the imperialist colonial system and acceded to 
national independence. This goes to show that our globe has 
undergone fundamental changes since May 194S. 



Only such a review of the situation makes it posable to see the 
last three decades in their true Ustoiical perspective The 8th 
May 8, was the climax of a major stage in the world revolutionary 
process and, at the same time, ushered in a new phase. Therefore, 
it would be one-sided and wrong to consider the Day of Liberation 
only against the background of the war and post-war years. The 
basic usues were revolution and the revolutionary movesmt in 
our epoch. The new realities created at the time have remained 
effective ever since and will do so in future, e.g., in the form of 
treaties and international agreements which it took almost 30 years 
of struggle to conclude. There foundations, however, were laid on 
May 8,1945. 

Most important, the liberation by the Soviet Union marked a 
t uming-poini in the history of the European peoples and especiaUy 
of our people. This was crucialfor the establishment and rise of the 
GDR which has been and remains an integral part and active ele¬ 
ment of the world-wide revolutionary process from the very begin¬ 
ning. The successful development our country has seen in more 
than a quarter centtiry was only made possible by constant help 
and assistance from the CPSU and the coordinated peace policy 
of the socialist countries to which our republic is also contributing. 
The most outstanding result for our continent, which imperialist 
rapacity has plunged into two wars in the course of this century is 
the period of peace which has lasted already 30 years. What is 
more, a period of peaceful coexistence between states with different 
social systems has been ushered in on the basis of the successful 
implementation of the Peace Programme of the 24th CPSU 
Congress, a period which may rule out military conflicts on 
European soil for ever with the balance of forces continuing to 
change rapidly in favour of socialism. 

Therefore, the preparations for and observance of the 30th 
anniversary of liberation from fascism serves the aim of further 
enhancing the influence and appeal of the socialist world through 
the all-round strengthening of our state of workers and farmers, 
further consolidating the alliance and friendship with the USSR, 
integrating the GDR still more firmly into the socialist community 
and to further promoting socialist economic integration. 

The past three decades have confirmed the correctness of Lenin’s 
revolutionary theory and the general validity of the laws of 
historical materialism. 
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Even though the different countries were faced «^h different 
starting positions, with different historical situations, the revolu¬ 
tionary iR-ocess took place everywhere in accordance with the 
gener^ laws of development. This also fully applies to the ODR. 
There is no denying that the gxilf between the obj^ve conditions 
and the subjective factors was especially wide in this country during 
the anti-fascist democratic and socialist revolution of the early 
years. Large sections of the people, including the working class 
and especially youth, were contaminated by the fascist ideology. 
The policy of the Communist Party, well-matured in its strategy 
and tactics, gave the strug^e of the working class its orientation 
and aim, mobilizing the working people into action for socialist 
ideals. 

Those who set to work on May &, did not start from scratch nor 
was the new order they were going to build devoid of traditions or 
artificially introduced from without. The appeal, which the 
Communist Party of Germany addressed to the German people 
as early as June 11,1945 to turn thrir minds towards the establish¬ 
ment of an anti-fascist democratic order, had its roots in the past. 
Workers, farmers and intellectuals, Communists, Social Democrats 
and Christians had struggled in clandestinity, in the fascist prisons 
and concentration camps, in exile, in the Free Germany National 
Committee shoulder to shoulder and at the side of the Soviet 
Union, at the side of the allied forces against the Nazi killers in 
uniform. The members of the Communist Party of Germany 
made the greatest sacrifices among all German anti-fascists. The 
united action of Communists and Social Democrats and opponents 
of Hitler from among the intelligentsia, the middle classes and the 
ofBcer corps was the starting-point for an anti-fascist German 
popular front and the foundation for the National Front which 
has developed into an all-encon^ssing socialist popular movement 
in the German Democratic Republic. 

During the past three decades the political consciousness of the 
masses has undergone tremendous changes. The groundwork, 
however, was laid in persistent, continuous ideological work. 
This permits the conclusion that ideological work will remain at the 
centre of our struggle. Millions of GDR citizens have come to 
realize this decisive fact within the thirty years that have passed since 
the historic victory of the Soviet Union over Nazism, and they 
A mp ly prove this in everyday life by great services to the state and 
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the community. The National Front bears a special responsibility 
for tins permanent ideological work its concern being to influence 
all citizens in favour of socialist patriotism attd proletarian inter¬ 
nationalism- 

As an eye-witness of May 8,1945 on German soil, I can confirm 
that it took much courage to believe in a better future and to devote 
all one's energies to this end amid ruins and rubble, at a time of 
dire need and hopelessness. Only a tiny minority of the population 
was fully alive to the fact that the day marking the victory over Naa 
rule opened up the historical chance for all classes and strata 
objectively opposed to monopoly capital and the landed gentry to 
build up a democracy, a rule of the people in the true sense of the 
word. Thevastmajorityofthepeople,whichoverdecades had been 
influenced by anti-Connnunist education and, in particular, by the 
fascist ideology, regarded as a defeat and humiliation what in 
reality was an act of liberation and an opportunity to regain real 
human dignity. 

The progressive anti-fascist and democratic forces, headed by the 
Communist Party of Germany, faced the staggering task of remov¬ 
ing not only ruins and rubble but of clearing the minds of an 
ideology inherited from a sinister past and to show millions of 
people the way into a new, life-asserting future. It was necessary 
to bring it home to them that their liberation was botha chance and 
an obligation to make a fresh start for the German people. In 
other words; the point at issue was whether our people was finally 
prepared to draw the lessons from history. The rule of German 
imperialism, which had just sustained a crushing defeat, had plung¬ 
ed the world into two devastating wars. If another holocaust was 
to be ruled out once and for all it was necessary to do away with 
imperialism as the source of fascism and war. 

This was the orientation given by the Communist Party of 
Germany in its appeal of lune 11,194S whose principles were in 
agreement with both the provisions of the Potsdam Agreement and 
the United Nations Charter. 

The appeal of June 11, 1945 reads in part: “It is necessary to 
establish a united front of all democratic forces to eradicate 
Nazism deflnitivdy and build up a new democratic Germany... 
These tasks can only be accomplished by a united front of all 
anti-fascist democratic and progre»ive forces of the people.” 
The lessons and tasks derived from the appeal can be summ^ up 
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in the realization that fascism and nulitarism had to be stashed 
out politically and economically and that an anti*{ascist, peace- 
loving Oeriaan state had to be estaUished that would never a^in 
threaten its neighbours. 

This was an acceptable and workable proposal for all forces 
honestly interested in an anti-fascist democratic transformation. 
The most stalwart defenders of such a policy, the Communists and 
Social Democrats who had merged on a Marxist basis on April 21, 
1946 to form the Socialist Unity Party of Germany (SED), were 
agreed on the following; The Implementation of these principles 
should be regarded as a tremendous step forward, and yet as no 
more than a first move towards genuine revolutionary change. 
If the lessons from history had bem learnt thoroughly the anti¬ 
fascist democratic construction would have to lead on to the 
establishment of a socialist system at a later date. Under theleader- 
ship of the working class and its Marxist-Leninist party it was 
necessary to win over all those who were allies for objective reasons 
as active participants in this devdopment. This is why the Socialist 
Unity Party of Germany has always paid utmost attention to its 
policy of alliance. 

Tte logical result was the formation of a bloc of anti-fascist 
democratic parties on July 14, 1945. At first, it consisted of four 
^rties, after 1948 it was joined by another two newly founded 
parties and the nu^or mass organizations such as the trade unions, 
the youth association and the women’s organization. 

Bourgeois ideologists of whatever hue have never grasped the 
nature of the Marxist-Leninist policy of alliance, whether they are 
aware of it or not. They have always described this policy as a 
mere tactical manoeuvre of the SED or the Communists at large 
and therefore alleged on more than one occasion that its “final 
hour” was imminent. But a lie, no matter how often it is repeated, 
will never become the truth. Life in the German Democratic 
Republic and in other countries shows that each highlight in social 
life is accompanied by greater activities of all forces rallied roimd 
the party of the working class in the National Front. 

The founding of the German Democratic Republic on October 7, 
1949, for instance, brought about a qualitatively new rdationship 
in the alliance of the SED with the democratic {arties and mass 
organizations. The lessons of history, together with the practical 
political experience gathered in a conq>licated reconstruction 
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process after 194S, led the SED’s allies to realize that farther social 
progress in our country can only be achieved nnder the leadership 
of the united working class and its revolutionary party. The 
founding of the German Democratic Republic laid the politick 
foundation on which the policy of alliance has developed since 
1950 in its broadest form, that is in the shape of the National 
Front. It considers its foremost task to be to consolidate and rein¬ 
force the German Democratic Republic as a state of workers and 
farmers through large-scale ideological work and a resulting growth 
of citizens’ initiative. Another expression of the importance of the 
National Front is the fact that the latter is enshrined in the socialist 
Constitution of the GDR which says; “The alliance of all forces of 
the people finds its organized expression in the National Front of 
the German Democratic Republic. In the National Front of the 
German Democratic Republic the political parties and mass 
organizations poo! all forces of the people for joint action for the 
development of socialist society. Th^ thereby implement the 
mutual relationship of all citizens in socialist society on the principle 
that each bears responsibility for the whole.” 

From the very beginning it has been an inseparable part of the 
ideological war, of the National Front to make people aware of the 
following basic fact: 

Whatever the German Democratic Republic has achieved within 
such a short period of history has only been attainable thanks to 
its friendship and firm fraternal alliance with the Soviet 
Union. 

From the day they were liberated people had the feeling that the 
victorious soldiers of the Soviet Army had not come to get their 
revenge but to free the German working people from fascism and 
imperialist exploitation. Although the Soviet Union itself was 
desperately short of food because of the unimaginable devastation 
wrought by the war, the Soviet soldiers saved the millions of 
German people from starving to death. Soviet publishers printed 
German-language editions of the classics of Marxism-Leninism 
and of works by Heinrich Heine and Thomas Mann, Albert Einstein 
and Heinrich Mann. Anna Seghers and Friedrich Wolf which had 
been publicly consigned to the flames by the fascists. Thus, Soviet 
aid also provided the German people with the spiritual weapons so 
badly needed to overcome the evil fascist spirit. 

The alliance forged by Soviet and German Communists gradiially 
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became sometiwg very dear to the hearts of all people in the GDR. 
The inestimable Soviet experience, handed on to class brothers in a 
fratem^ and disinterested way, were a decisive prerequisite for the 
successful course followed by the German state of workers and 
fanners. 

The universally valid experience gathered by the Soviet Union 
in the construction of socialism were and are creatively applied 
to the conditions prevailing in the GDR. The alliance with the 
Soviet Union is a vital necessity for the citizens of the GDR just 
as for any nation building socialism. That is why the Constitution 
of the GDR contains the important commitment that the German 
Democratic Republic is allied with the Union of the Soviet Socialist 
Republics irrevocably and for ever. It is an irrefragable and 
honourable obligation for all citizens of the GDR persistently 
to strengthen and deepen this fraternal alliance and to intensify 
cooperation in all spheres of social, public, economic and cidtural 
life. 

Guided by the example of the Soviet Union and ever more closely 
linked with it the GDR citizens have not only succeeded in repairing 
the damage of a terrible war during the last thirty years. More 
important than all the economic data placing our republic among 
the highly developed industrial nations is the total breach with the 
imperialist past. It has been superseded by living socialism which 
demonstrates its superiority over capitalism ever more convincing¬ 
ly. Only socialism lays the foundations for liberty, justice and 
human dignity by ending the exploitation of man by man once and 
for all. C^ly socialism is able to achieve all these things for which 
generations have struggled and are still struggling in many 
countries: the right to work, to social security and comprehensive 
education. Onlysocialismhasimplementedequalrightsfor women 
for ever and prepared youth for the exercise of their rights as those 
called upon to run the country one day. Only socialism is able to 
make man the architect of his own destiny. 

The groundwork for all tlus was laid on May S, 1945 with the 
liberation by the Soviet Union. Since then the words ‘‘socialism” 
and ‘‘peace” have been inseparably linked in the eyes of millions of 
people throughout the world. 

It was the Soviet Union and the world communist movement that 
waged the most determined struggle against the threat of war. 
It was the Soviet Union and the Communists all over the world 
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who made the greatest sacrifices to end the ui:^>eriaUst war and 
secured the destruction of the social roots of impenalUm> fiudam 
and war in much of Europe. It was sodalism in the shape of the 
community of states rallied round the Soviet Union and ^ world 
communist movement wluch after World War II called into 
existence a vast peace movement and made sure that instead of 
imperialist wars peace has reigned on the European continent for 
30 years now. 

The inseparable unity of socialism and peace is a matter of 
Sreat moment for the further social progress of mankind, for the 
successful struggle against the outdated imperiali^ system whose 
•dog-eat-dog law carries within itsdf the seeds of war and therefore 
poses a permanent threat to mankind. 

Thanks to the mounting strength of socialism, to its consolidation 
ns a world-wide system and to its growing superiority in all spheres 
of life it has been possible, in alliance with all peace-loving and anti¬ 
imperialist forces, to contain the aggressive policy of imperialism 
and to initiate a change from the cold war to detente, to peaceful 
coexistence between countries with differing social systems and to 
Constructive cooperation. Eloquent proof of this policy of peace 
are above all the treaties signed in Moscow, Warsaw, Betlin and 
Prague and the Quadripartite Agreement on West Berlin. The 
conclusion of the Conference on Security and Cooperation in 
Europe will lay the groundwork for an era of peace and good- 
neighbourly relations between states with differing social systems 
on our continent, which fact will doubtless favourably influence 
developments elsewhere in the world. 

The 17 million citizens of the GDR have drawn personal conclu¬ 
sions from the challenging task of learning the lessons of that histori¬ 
cal May 8, 194S. They consider it their foremost task to ftirtber 
consolidate their country as a stable bastion of socialism and peace 
by pushing ahead with the implementation of the decisions adopted 
the Eighth Congress of the SED. 

Today even the most fervent opponents of socialism cannot 
deny the fact that the existence of the German Democratic 
Republic, a flourishing and strmigthening member of the socialist 
community, is a factor of peace, security and cooperation in 
Europe that must be taken seriously. In 25 years the German 
Dsm^cratic Republic has proved convincingly that it is possible 
to establish socialism in a highly industrialized country. The 
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successes scored in spheres of public life are a vivid esq^essioa 
of the growing political and moral umty of the pe<q)le. 

The Oennan Democratic Republic can no more be ne^ected in 
European developments. After long years of straggle against 
atteim>ted imperialist blockades the QDR occupied its rightful 
place in the United Nations Organization in ^tember 1973. 
Our socialist state of workers and farmers now maintains diplo* 
matic relations with 112 countries. Wherever fascism and racism, 
oppression and exploitation still hold sway in the world, the people 
concerned can be assured of multiple expressions of solidarity on 
the part of the GDR and its citizens. 

The citizens of our republic are forging ahead with great achieve* 
ments in the 30th year after liberation from fascism. Filled with 
initiative and optimism they are working to implement the deci¬ 
sions of the Ei^th SED Congress which have become the prog¬ 
ramme for the whole of society. What matters is the ever better 
satisfactionof the material and cultural needsoftheworkingpeople. 
Public and individual interests are increasingly brought into har¬ 
mony under socialism. 

Peace, socialism and revolution are directly related with each 
other for people living in a socialist state. This is why they under¬ 
take to utilize and multiply the advantages of the socialist system. 

The people of the ODR. will continue to act in this spirit with 
vigour and creativity. Therefore, the 30th anniversary of the 
liberation from fascism sees the GDR on the winning side in history, 
as a country moving along with the irresistible trend of our time, 
a time dominated by the ideas of socialism. 
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Poland’s Contribution to Victory 
Over Nazi Germany 


JViklor JSnecki 

Ambassador Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary of 

Polish People’s Republic in India. 


On the night of May 8*9,1945, Georgi Zhukov, Marshal of the 
Soviet Union, in the presence of representatives of the allies — the 
USA, Great Britain and France — accepted the unconditional 
surrender of the Third Reich. The act took place at Karlshorst, 
a district of Berlin. Thus, on the ruins of Berlin captured by 
the Soviet Army and units of the Polish People’s Army fighting at 
its side, was sealed the last act of defeat of the Nazi criminals who 
had striven to master the world. That is why each year May 9 
is solemnly celebrated as an anniversary of the nation’s victory 
over fascism. 

This year’s 30th anniversary of the liberation of Europe from 
Nazi oppression providesaspecialoccasionfora thorough analysis 
of World War II. 

It was the most bloody war ever experienced by mankind. 
Unleashed by Nazi Germany in September 1939 with an attack on 
Poland, it subsequently engulfed 61 countries, took a toll of 55 
million human lives and caused an incalculable material, cultuval 
and moral damage. 

The Polish nation fought from the first to the last day of the war, 
in Poland and abroad, on nearly all battlefronts. Although Poland 
is a medium-size country in terms of area and population, it 
found itself among those bearing the main burden of war — 
behind the Soviet Union which contributed most to ultimate 
victory, the United States, Great Britain and France. 
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Nad aigrmtoo 

Poland was the first country which ofiered ansed resistance to 
the Nazi war machine. From Septembm' 1, 1939, Poland fought 
alone for five weeks against overwhelming odds, especially in 
armour (1 to 4.5) and air force (1.5), waiting in vain for assistance 
promised by Its Western allies. Polish forces suffered heavy losses. 
More than 65,000 officers and men were killed in action. There 
were also heavy casualties among civilians. 

In the course of their invasion of Poland, the German forces also 
sustained considerable losses in men and equipment. In September 
1939 more than 40,000 German troops were killed or wounded, 
nearly 700 tanks were destroyed, and about 600 airplanes were 
either shot down or damaged. The German war machine was 
badly shaken and required a respite of more than six months to 
recover its former potential. 

Poland’sarmedresistanceenabled the Western allies to mobilize 
and concentrate troops. Unfortunately, these advantages were 
not properly utilized. 

Nevertheless, Poland’s defensive war in 1939 exerted a major 
influence on the developments that followed. 

Fascist crimes 

In Poland’s 1000>year history. World War II marks a unique 
period » when not only the nation’s independence but also its 
existence was in danger. Annihilation of the Polish people was part 
and parcel of the Nazi policy programme. Only ^ys before the 
attack on Poland, at a conference at Obersalsberg on August 22, 
1939 Hitler stated: “...destruction of Poland must be our priority 
task... BemercUess,bebrutal... It is necessary to act with utmost 
severity... The war must be a war of attrition.” 

Soon enough Hitler’s ominous words were put into effect. 

On the occupied Polish lands Nazi terror assumed disa^ous 
proportions. About 2,800 penal camps, including 7 large and 40 
mediom'Size concentration and death-camps, were set up. 

During 1939-45 the Nazis put to death 6,028,000 Polish citizens. 
Of this number only 644,000 were killed in action. The remaining 
5,384,000 89.3 % — were murdered. Of all occupied countriea 
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Poland suffered the greatest loss in human lives with 220 per iOOO 
killed. 

More than 1.5 million Poles were evicted from their homes; 2.4 
million were deported to Germany as slave labour. 


Oco^ied Poland fights on 


The ruthless policy of terror met with resistance already in 
the first days of occupation. It assumed diverse forms ranging from 
industrial sabotage to partisan warfare wluch reached its apogee 
in the years 1942-44. 

1939-41 saw the establishment of a vast, network of underground 
organizations and groups of various political orientations, but with 
the common aim of fighting the enemy. The Polishemigre govern¬ 
ment, based first in Paris and later in London, and headed by 
General Wladyslaw Sikorski, organized in occupied Poland a 
military organization named the Union for Armed Struggle (1940) 
which in 1942 was renamed the Home Army. 

At the same time, independently of the Polish emigre govern¬ 
ment, various left-wing organizations appeared on the scene: the 
Union for Liberation Struggle, the “Hammer and Sickle” Worker- 
Peasant Revolutionary Councils, the Worker-Peasant Battle 
Organization, and others. With a view to waging armed struggle, 
the Union for Liberation Struggle formed military groups. 

Armed units were organized in the rural areas and from the 
autumn of 1940 they bore the common name of Peasant Battalions. 

The creation of the Polish Workers’ Party (PPR) in January 
1942 gave a powerful boost to the resistance movement. The Party 
mapped out a programme of active struggle against the Nazi 
occupio's and created on the basis of the already existing 
left-wing armed gror^)s — its own combat imits, the People's 
Guards, later renamed the People’s Army. 

After the Nazi attack on the Soviet Union in June 1941, Polish 
lands assumed a major strategic importance for the Nazi aggressors 
— through Poland ran the life lines of the Wehrmacht to the 
Eastern front the most important theatre of war in Europe: 
The fundamental consequence of tlus was that the Polish people’s 
struggle had to be closely coordinated with the Soviet war efforts 
This determined the strategy of the left wing partisan units. 

One consequence of the active struggle against the Nazis, waged 





by tlK Peojde’s Guards (Pwple’s Army), and the spreading infiuen> 
ce of PPR was that some Home Army unim followed suit and went 
into action. The scope of the Polish nation’s armed struggle is 
best indicated by the following figures: by mid*1944, partisan forces 
in the Polish territory had grown to Id brigades and about 120 
other large formations. The enemy suffered most Irom the Polish 
strikes on the German rail transport. Over 1000 attacks on enemy 
train were carried out. about 5S0 trains carrying troops and war 
supplies to the Eastern Front were derailed and some 200 railway 
bridges were blown up. According to the still incomplete data, 
combat units and subversion squads also carried out almut 25,000 
sabotage operations in factories. 

Although trying hard, the Nazis failed to stamp out the partisan 
warfare, or even reduce its scope, and were forced to maintain 
deployed in the Polish territory army and police garrisons totalling 
400 battalions. 

Polish combat formations fought several hundred battles and 
carried out a score large-scale operations against the enemy. 
For instance, a battle in the Janow forest, Lublin province, in June 
1944 tied three Wehnnacht divisions for 20 days, and the battles 
fought in the Kielce province in the autumn 1944 involved German 
army and police forces of several thousand men. 

Another equally important form of struggle was intelligence 
gathering for the allies. Its scope and effectiveness is proved by 
i.a., the discovery of the German “V" missiles experimental works 
at Peenemiinde, the capturing of a complete unexploded rocket in 
the Rzeszdw province and its subsequent transfer to Britain. The 
Polish intelligence service also scored a major success in breaking 
the secret of the German “Enigma’'codmg machine. 

The resistance put up by millions of Polish citizens kept in Nazi 
prisons, concentration, and slave labour camps, constitutes a 
separate chapter in the history of World War II... 

The Warsaw Uprising — the biggest the last war — broke out in 
August 1944, lasted 63 days and cost about 250,000 lives of insur¬ 
gents and civilians alike, who were killed in action or murdered. 
It should be added at this point that throughout the Nazi occupa¬ 
tion Warsaw lost about 800,000 lives which was a kind of a record. 
I>uringtheuprisingtheNazislostnearly26,000 killed and wounded. 

PoIm also joined partisan units m practically all European 
countries over-run by tbe Nazis.* in France, Belgium,Holland, 


S3 



Luxemburg, Denmark, Norway, in the Balkans, Czechoslovalda 
and the USSR especially in the Ukraine, Byelorussia and 
Lithuania. 

Polidi armed forces in the west 

In addition to the resistance movement in occupied Poland, 
regular Polish forces were formed in the West and fought alongside 
the French and British forces. 

General Wladyslaw Sikorski’s emigre government formed in 
Paris in 1939 soon organized Polish Armed Forces in France, 
totalling over 80,000 troops. When in April*May 1940, Nazi 
Germany launched an offensive in the West, Poles fought in the 
defence of Norway, France and Britain. 

In the June 1940 battles in France, the Poles fuUiUed to the last 
their obligations as allies fighting stubbornly in various sectors of 
the battlefront. Not a single Polish soldier laid down arms while 
the Polish brigade of Carpathian Fusiliers, 4,000-strong, stationed 
in Syria, after the fall of France, moved into Palestine and went 
under the British command. It was later to win glory in defence of 
Tobrukand in the subsequent Gazalaand Bardia battles (1941-42). 

Of the Polish land forces evacuated from France (19,500 officers 
and men), military units were formed in Britain and assigned the 
task of guarding some 200 kilometres of the Scottish coast (the 
First Polish Corps). Nevertheless, the main effort was devoted at 
that time to build up the Polish navy and air force. 

In August 1940, the Nazis launched a massive air offensive on 
England. The operation was intended to exhaust its resources, 
wreck its air force and war industry, and break the spirit of the 
population — all in preparation of a German seaborne invasion. 
In theBattleofBritain, Polish fighter pilots played an important 
part. In three months they shot down over 200 enemy aircraft — 
nearly 12% of the total. 

On September 15,1940 — the peak of the air battle—250 British 
fighter planes of which 50 were piloted by Poles, took off from 
British airfields to challenge the Nazi air armada. On that day, 
56 enmny planes were shot down, 26 by Poles. 

Polish land forces in Britain took part in the Allied Normandy 
landings (July 1944). Polish First Armoured Division, foiming a 
part of tlm Canadian First Army, fought its wa^through northern 
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Fruice. Belgiiun, HoUand and north-west Germany. Before the 
war ended, the Polish division took WUbelmshaven an important 
German naval base. 

The Polish First Parachute Brigade. 2,000-stroDg, took part in 
the great airborne operation at Arnhem. Holland, where its losses 
amounted to 25%. 

The Polish Second Corps — two infantry divisions and an 
armoured brigade, in all 45,000 troops, played a major part in the 
allied campaign in Italy, 1944-45. By taking the Monte Cassino 
monastery-fortress, the Polish Second Corps contributed to the 
breaking of a chain of German mountain strongholds which blocked 
the allied march on Rome. The Polish Second Corps ended its 
battle trail by taking Bologna in April 1945. 

They were mostly troops of the Polish Army formed in the USSR 
during 1941-42, on the strength of an agreement between the allies 
and with substantial Soviet assistance. Nevertheless, as a result 
of a mistaken policy of the then Polish emigre government in 
London, the Polish Army left the Soviet territory and moved into the 
Middle East. Consequently, it opted for a longer route to the 
battlefront, and only played a major part in the Italian campaign, 
1944-45. 

In all, the Polish Armed Forces in the West involved 196,000 
land troops. Polish Air Force in the West flew 300 aircraft, carried 
out 75,000 operational sorties, shot down over 900 enemy aircraft 
and nearly 200 V-1 flying bombs. The Polish bomber command 
dropped 12,000 tons of bombs and «destroyed several thousand 
enemy motor vehicles and railway waggons. 

The Polish Navy, small numerically — 29 surface and submarine 
ships — destroyed 7 enemy surface ships, 5 U-boats, 41 transports, 
and 24 airplanes. Polish warships took part in many naval opera¬ 
tions including the Murmansk and Archangel convoys. In all, 
Polish warships participated in 787 convoys, ca 1,200 patrols and 
invasion operations in North Africa, Sicily and France. 

The shortest way to victewy 

Early in the morning on May 2, 1945, Soviet and Polish flags 
were hoisted up the Victory Column and Brandenburg Gate in 
Berlin. Polish forces, fighting at the side of the heroic Soviet 
troops went to B^in from far-away Sielce on the river Oka in the 


57 



USSR, where ia May 1943 the Polish Tadeiuz Kojctuszko First 
Infantry Division was formed. The initiative to form Polish 
armed forces in the USSR was forwarded by the communists and 
democrats associated in the Union of Polish Patriots. In August 
1943, the First Polish Corps, and in March 1944 the Ko4ciuszko 
Infantry Division were organized on Soviet soil. In October 1943, 
the Koiciuszho Infantry Division fought its first battle at 
Lenino. 

The formation of the Polish forces in the USSR wasofutmost' 
importance to the subsequent emergence of the Polish People's 
Army. It was also an expression of the beginnings of friendly 
relations between Poland and the USSR marking a new chapter in 
the history of the two nations, laying down foundations for lasting 
cooperation, and sealing with blood shed on the battlefields the 
Polish'Soviet coiiuadeship-m<arms. 

After regrouping in the Ukraine in the spring of 1944, the Polish 
Army in the USSR took part in the Soviet summer offensive. 

July 21,1944, the National Peofde’s Council an underground 
representation of the Polish people set up by the Polish Workers’ 
Party and other left-wing groupings formed a people’s government 
on the first liberated bit of Poland. Its name was the Polish Commit¬ 
tee of National Liberation. By a decree of the same day. the 
Polish National Council carried out a merger of the Polish Army 
formed in the USSR with the partisan People’s Army and the other 
democratic military organizations. The Polish People’s Army 
was the outcome. Initially the Polish People’s Army numbered 
over 100,000 troops, but was rapidly expanded to form a national 
force that fought on from the Vistula to the Elbe. 

In the second half of 1944 the Polish People’s Army formations, 
including armour and air force, together with the Soviet forces 
established bridgeheads in the middle reaches of the Vistula and 
continued to advance on Warsaw. 

By the end of 1944, the Polish People’s Army numbered 2S6,000 
troops, organized into two armies, an armoured corps, an air 
corps, and many other units. When the sweeping Soviet winter 
offensive was launched in January 1945, the Poles fought in the 
central strategic sector. The Polish First Army took part in the 
liberation of Warsaw and later went on to storm the Pomeranian 
Wall fortifications. ARer breaking the fierce German defences, 
the Polish First Army, together with the Soviet Army pushed on 
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northwards to liberate the whole of Pomerania, and alter stub^ 
bom fighting took Gdynia, Gdansk and Kolobrzeg. 

The PolishArmy operations in the Soviet offensive were success: 
of commands, staffs, and units. From January 17 to March 18, 
1945, i.e., for 60 days, the Polish First Army, forming a part of the 
First By^orussian Front, covered in fighting a distance of over 500- 
kilometres, smashed many German strongholds and captured 
hundreds of towns and villages. 

1945 — the grand fioale 

In 1945 People’s Poland participated in the war against the Nazis 
as a State whose government wielded authority over nearly the 
whole of Poland’s present territory. t>uring that period, the Polish 
nation made the greatest war effort and an immense contribution to 
the ultimate victory of the anti>Nazi coalition. 

The armed effort of the Polish People’s State, existing since July 

1944, was indicated by the quantity of the forces and resources 
involved and by their effectiveness. Polish Army units took part in 
the most important Soviet Army operations from January to May 

1945, and during that penod numbered 35 divisions and brigades. 

The Soviet Army’s Beilin operation began on April 16. and ended 

on May 8, 1945 — the day of capitulation of Nazi Germany. In 
thefinal stage of World War IL thePoIishPeople’s Army numbered 
400,000 troops, 4,000 guns and mortars, 500 tanks and self-propel¬ 
led guns, and 800 aircraft. 

Polish units directly involved in the battle of Berlin were: the 
Tadeusz Kokiuszko First Infantry Division, the Second Artillery 
(Howitzers)Brigade, the Sixthmotorized pontoon-bridge battalion, 
and the First mortars brigade. ThcFirsl Infantry Division captured 
in Berlin 56 city districts. 7 factory complexes. 4 underground 
railway stations and the technical university complex. 

Other units of the Polish First Army pushed on westwards, and 
on May 3 reached the Elbe river and established contact with the 
US 9th Army. 

At the time when the Berlin battle was in progress the Polish 
2ad Army and the 1st Armoured Corps participated in the offensive 
in the direction of Prague. Cooperating with the Soviet units, the 
2nd Army routed the Dresden-Zgorzelec German army group, 
forced through the Sudeten and the Elbe river, and reached Mielnik. 
Next the Polish units advanced to the outskirts of Prague. 
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In the Soviet Ansy Berlin operation, Polish forces amounted to 
ca 8 % of all troops involved, and were responsive for 14% of the 
front. 


Appraising the Polish nation's contribution to victory, we find 
that Polish troops participated in most caiqpaigns and battles in 
Europe and North Africa, on the sea and in the air and in the resis¬ 
tance movement in the occupied countries. Do^ns of Polish 
cemeteries scattered all over Europe and overseas bear witness 
to this struggle. 

Also important was the national economic effort conducive to 
victory. It included the September 1939 campaign, the work 
of the Poles in the USSR, Britain, the United States and other 
countries, in the production, of war material and — what was the 
most important — the nearly year-long effort of the People’s 
State during 194445. 

The Polish military and economic contribution to victory was 
closely linked with the political, civic and moral stand of the Poles 
during the difficult war-time years. Dedication, the will to fight and 
heroism characterized the Polish population in Poland and the 
Polish soldiers who fought on all battlefronts. Ardent partiotism, 
combined witha sense of community withall anti-Nazi forces, and a 
sense of social justice, accelerated the process of progressive 
transformation in the Polish nation. The feat of arms of the Polish 
People’s Army on the Eastern Front — the decisive one in the 
struggle against fascism — endowed the Polish contribution to 
victory with a special status, and enabled Poland to assume a fitting 
place in post-war Europe. 

Far-sighted political-military strategy of the Polish Workers’ 
Party, which gave proper direction to the PVish struggle for libera¬ 
tion, ensured recognition by all victorious powers in the anti-Nazi 
coalition of the new, just frontiers ofthe Polish People’s State on the 
Odra, Nysa and the Baltic. 





Struggle for Peace and Security in Europe 


Dr. Zdenek Trklik 

Ambas s ador Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary of tbe 

Czecholovak Socialist Republic in India. 


I. Eorope — tbe epicatre 

Europe gave birth to modem civilization in the wake of bourgeois 
democratic revolution. The latter were however accompanied 
by the rise of a new revolutionary class, the proletariat, which 
proved to be the grave digger of the new capitalist system and the 
founder of a social system, the socialist society, which for the first 
time in human history marked the beginning of end of the exploita¬ 
tion of man by man. 

At the same time, Europe became the epicentre of most destruc¬ 
tive tremors in the world. The capitalist system grew into 
monopoly capitalism and the latter spread its fangs to most distant 
parts of the world leading to the econonuc and territorial division 
of the earth by imperialist powers. The system of foreign relations 
which took shape in that period was characterized by imperialist 
rivalries, by domination of weaker states by the stronger ones and 
indiscriminate use offeree. European ruling classes fought colonial 
wars all over the world perpetrating most brutal crimes in Africa, 
Asia and Latin America, but the European peoples too had to 
suffer heavily for their sins. This comparatively small but densely 
populated continent, named Europe, had to bear the brunt of two 
most devastating wars wluch engulfed our entire planet. 

The two world wars led to loss of millions of lives and more than 
23 million homes and 14 million public buildings and industrial 
enterprises were turned into ruins and ashes on the European 
continent. It did not bring miseries and sufferings to the European 
working people, but also to the distant peoples in the colonies on 



-whose cost the ia^ialtst powers in Eok^ tried to recupeiate 
their war losses. Thus, the coatenporary realities have clearly 
shown that the entire wortd situation would largdy depend on the 
state ofrdations among the countries of Europe. The question of 
-war or peace in Europe could not be merely one of European 
interest, but of vital interest to all peoples in the world whether free 
or in bondage. 

And with every generation the question of war had been assuming 
growingly more menacing forms. Today, Europe is divided into 
two most heavily armed military and political groupings, each 
of wtuch can boast of thousands of atomic warheads capable of 
turning flourishing countries into barren deserts. It was the 
famous Russian writer Chekhov who said that if you would see in 
'the first scene of a play a gun hanging on the wall, you could be rest 
assured that it would go off in a later scene. The atomic ‘‘gun” 
hanging over Europe could not be for long an embeUishment or 
status symbol for the powers that be; some day it would go off with 
a bang. It is natural, therefore, that the peoples of Europe want to 
put an end to tlus state of fear and insecurity in which they have 
been made to live since the end of the Second World War. The 
epicentre shifted to the North American continent, especially 
in the period of Second World War from which the USA emerged 
economically more powerful than ever. It was in the post-war 
period, however, that the USA became the main bulwark of world 
reaction, armed with nuclear blackmail. 

The subjective desire of the peoples of Europe got a new impetus 
with the emergence of socialist system on the world scene. The 
<}reat October Socialist Revolution of 1917 brought about a social 
system that not only ended exploitation of man by man in one-sixth 
of the world, but also threw up a new concept of international 
relations. The founders of the new socialist state, the Soviet 
Union, promulgated the principles of peace, international security, 
equality, friendship and cooperation among nations as the basis 
of new international relations, and their ideas togeth^ with the 
economic, political and military might of the socialist world became 
a major material force in the peoples’ stni^e of peace and security 
in the world and in Europe in particular. 

The Czech and Sovak nations, inhabiting the Central parts or 
the cross-roads of Europe, had had to struggle for their existence 
many times in their history. No srar allowed them to rest 
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IQ peace. And on the top of it, powerful neighbours, particulariy 
the Oerman and the hbtgyar ruling circles, tri^ to annex tin 
Czech and Slovak lands and to Germanize orM^yarizethem. The 
most brutal and inhuman of such schemes were hatched during 
the Hitlerite occupation of Czechoslovakia in 1939. The Hitlerite 
<locunient8 of that time revealed that the occupation authorities 
were compiling data in order to decide the fate of every individual 
withthreepos8ibilitiesforCzechnBtionals:that of being Oennani. 
zed, being deported from the country or shot. Some 300,000 Cze¬ 
choslovak citizens met their death in the concentration camps of 
Nazi Reich. 600,000 Czechs were deported to Germany never to 
return home again, evidently in a bid to Germanize tton in due 
course of time. Some 500,000 hectares of agricultural land was 
expropriated for the purposes of German colonizations. Czech 
universities were closed and 1,200 students were sent to concentra¬ 
tion camps. The Communist Party of Czechoslovakia, which 
headed the national liberation movement, alone lost some 25,000 
of its members and functionaries. Hundreds of villages, hamlets 
and residential quarters were razed to the ground by the Nazi 
hordes. It can never be forgotten by the future generation of the 
Czechs and Slovaks. 

In the post-war period, therefore, the Czechoslovak people 
resolved to consistently work for safeguarding of peace in Europe. 
The newly emergent camp of socialism made their task easier as 
they found reliable allies and sincere crusaders of peace. The unity 
of socialist camp itself could be a bulwark for defence against the 
dangers of war, but the member states did not stop at it. They 
continuously worked to win over all states of Europe for universal 
recognition of the principles of peaceful coexistence of all states 
irrespective of their social systems and for rejection of war as 
means of settling disputes. Making a sober estimate of the strains 
and stresses in the world, they devised ways and means for gradual 
removal of points of tension while keeping in mind the main 
goal — peaceful coexistence through complete and general dis¬ 
armament. In the brief survey here, we shall see how these efforts 
are now bearing fruits. 

D. h^mich betrayal 

After almost three hundred years of alien domination, the 
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Czechoslovak State was again resurrected from the fires of the 
First World War as a result of long struggle for freedom and as a 
consequence of the Great October Revolution which insjured the 
Czechoslovak people to uphold national and state indqiendence. 
The people of Czechoslovakia wanted to build a just and prosper¬ 
ous society, but the bourgeoisie had different plans. The bour¬ 
geoisie turned its face towards the West, mainly towards France 
and Great Britain and built a bourgeois state. Meanwhile, 
Europe began to drift from the end of one war to another. By the 
beginning of ’30s, resurrected German imperialism began to 
clamour for redistribution of the world. Nazis seized power in 
Germany in 1933 and from the very beginning they did not conceal 
their aggressive intentions. Germany withdrew even from the 
League of Nations. And the dominant powers were not only not 
willing to safegtiard peace and security, but were even inclined to 
drive Hitlerite Germany towards the East, towards the USSR. 

In 1935, Nazi Germany annexed Saar region, then administered 
by the League of Nations, ostensibly as a result of plebiscite, but 
actually with the connivance and open backing of the Western 
Powers. Encouraged by this success, Nazis demanded abrogation 
of military clauses of the Versailles Treaty, passed a law for full 
establishment of armed forces and introduced universal conscrip¬ 
tion. Germany’s fascist allies in Italy overran Abyssinia in 1935. 
In July 1936, Germany and Italy engineered a rebellion in Spain 
against the anti-fascist and democratic National Front government 
formed as a result of February 1936 elections and launched an 
open military intervention. In November 1936 Germany and 
Japan signed a pact of alliance, then known as Anti-Gsmintem 
Pact which was joined in by Italy in 1937. In March 1938, Germany 
marched its armed forces in Austria and annexed it and in Septem¬ 
ber 1938, the conference of the heads of governments of Britain, 
France, Germany and Italy held at Munich signed an agreement to 
give away the so-called Sudctanlands (where there lived a minority 
of German origin) of Czechoslovakia to Nazi Germany. The 
agreement was concluded without even the participation of the 
Czechoslovak Republic. Within six months of Munich agree¬ 
ment, Germany occupied the rest of Czech lands and Moravia. 
Slovakia was formally declared to be an independent state, but in 
actuality it became a vassal state under Nazi Germany... And 
finally the outbreak of world war... 

64 



All these years, Britain and France didnothing to curb aggressive 
activities. On the contrary, th^ offered apologies for condoning 
away Nazi acts of aggression and tried to deceive the world in 
believing that they were saving peace. 

The Soviet Union was then alone to carry forward the struggle 
for peace and sectirity in Europe. In September 1934, it accepted 
the invitation to join the League of Nations, though the Soviet 
leaders were well aware that as the organization was donunated by 
the imperialist powers, it was not easy to make it act in defence of 
peace. Yet it could be a platform for propagating the ideas of 
peaceand security and for exposing the warmongers. In the League 
of Nations, the Soviet Union pleaded for establishment of a system 
of collective secxirity in Europe. In h^y 1935, the Soviet Union 
signed mutual assistance treaties with France and Czechoslovakia. 
These treaties failed to become the basis of effective curb against 
Nazi aggressors because soon those elements who favoured 
agreement with the Nazis gained upp>erhand in Paris and 
Prague. 

The Soviet Union raised the Spanish question in the League of 
Nations and demanded Leagtie’s steps to put an end to the inter¬ 
vention of the fascist powers in the internal affairs of Spain. The 
Western “democracies” did not choose to rescue the Spanish 
democracy and allowed it to be lulled. 

When in March 1938, the Nazis trundled Austria, the Soviet 
Union did not only condemn that crime, but also expressed its 
readiness “to take part in collective action... aimed at halting the 
further spread'of aggression and eliminating the growing danger of 
another world holocaust”. But the Western powers rejected the 
proposal and k^t their eyes shut in the name of their striving for 
peace and security. 

At Munich the Western powers shamelessly crowned their policy 
of connivance with fascist aggressors with the betrayal of their 
most loyal friend and ally in Central Europe, the Czechoslovak 
Republic. The Paris based American diplomat, BuUit, witnessed 
that the Czechs were not prepared to yield to Hitler. The Soviet 
Union had already assumed Prague that it would carry out all the 
commitments it h^ assured under the treaty. It was even prepared 
to waive the reservation contained in the treaty that the signatories 
would come to each other's assistance only if France rendered 
afsigtance to the victim of aggression (this reservation had been 
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introduced in the treaty at the insistence of the then Czechoslovak 
Foreign Miniver, Dr. E. Benes), provided the Czechoslovak side 
asked for such an assistance from the Soviet side. 

Meanwhile, the US envoy, Btdlit, was reporting to Washington 
that war was imminent and that its only result would be the utter 
destruction of Western Europe and Uie spread of Bolshevism 
through the continent. British Prime Minister Chamberlaine’s 
advisers told their chid* that if the Czech decided to fight, “only 
Bolshevism would profit” and it must be prevented at all costs. 
They emphasized that it was necessary to recognize Germany’s 
right to expand in a south-easterly direction. French Minister M. 
Bonnet pronused to “make the Czechs see sense”. The British 
Prime Minister sent a special envoy. Lord Runciman, to Prague, 
about which an outstanding leader of the Indian freedom 
movement, Jawaharlal Nehru, urote the following in an article; 

“...Lord Runciman was sent to break the back of Czechs and 
encourage the Nazis. Munich and triumph of appeasement was 
complete... A brave people had been betrayed by those they had 
looked upon as their friends. Th^e was contempt for England 
and France all over the world. But what did this matter if the old 
game, to satisfy Hitler in the West and drive him to attack the Soviet 
Union, was progressing satisfactorily.” 

The imperialists forced Czechoslovakia to bow down before the 
Nazi expansionists. The anti-commun ism of the then ruling 
Czechoslovak bourgeoisie proved to be far more stronger than 
their sense of patriotism and love for national freedom. They gave 
in to West’s pressure. 

After Munich, how happily the Western politicians patted their 
backs for having “saved peace in our time”. Within a year the 
inevitable consequence of Munich soon overtook them, the Second 
World War. 

The Soviet Union then made hectic diplomatic moves to save the 
situation. Its proposal for the convocation of an international 
conference to work out practical measures against fascist aggression 
was unceremoniously turned down by the Western powers. 
Churchill later admitted in his memoirs that the Soviet Union had 
offered joint action against fascism, but the West ignored it, 
treating the Soviet Union as if it did not exist, and the West, nay 
the world, had to pay dearly for it. 

Now, almost all historians and military experts who have written 



about those times, are unanimous in saying that up to Munich it 
was quite possible to halt war. The Oennan army was not stronger 
than the armies of the Weston powers and their allies. Czecho* 
Slovakia alone had 40 very well-equipped and well-trained divisions. 

And now historical records of that time and testimony of many 
Hitlerite Generals also reveal that Hitler’s aggressive 
worried the then General Staff of the German army; they feared that 
Hitler’s ambitions woxild land them in a war at a time when th^ are 
not adequately prepared for it. They were preparing for a coup 
d’etat and they would have carried it out had Hitler not received 
support from Western powers for his plans and succeeded smoothly 
in lus game in Czechoslovakia. 

Munich betrayal proved to be the decisive step towards war. 
It encouraged Hitler to demand the return of former colonies to 
Germany and also to lay claims over large areas in Poland. Nazi 
Germany attacked Poland, and Britain and France declared war 
on Germany, but they launched no real military operations against 
Nazi Germany, because they still harboured illusions that Hitler 
would reach a compromise with them in order to free his hands in 
the West for full war spree in the east. They opened talks with the 
Soviet Union with the ostensible purpose of concluding an 
alliance, but dragged it out in the vain hope of forcing the Soviet 
Union to take unilateral action against Germany. Britain and 
France brought the talks to such an impasse that the Soviet Union 
had no choice but to accept the proposal of Nazi Germany to 
conclude a non-aggression pact in August 1939. Later when Nazi 
Germany occupied France and even threatened British Isles, the 
Western powers realized that the Nazis would have to be dealt with 
seriously even if it meant a cooperation with the Soviet Union. 
Nazi Germany’s treacherous, though not unexpected, attack on the 
Soviet Union finally roused the conscience of entire mankind 
against fascist invaders and made West to make common cause 
with the first country of socialism. 

Struggle of the Soviet Union and endeavours of peace-loving 
forces in Europe for establishment of a system of collective security 
did not succeed in preventing the war. But it was not in vain. It 
facilitated the formation of the anti-Hitler coalition consisting of 
the Soviet Union, the USA, Britain and France. The emergence 
of the coalition furnished a living example how the Leninist 
principles of peaceful coexistence and mutual cooperation of states 
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having different social systea^ could be impleiDented not only in 
peace times but in war situations too. 

The formation of anti-Hitler coalition had wideband deep-rooted 
implications for the outcome of war. Urn Soviet Union rqected 
the Anglo-American plans of dismemberment of Gmnany that 
were put forth at the 1943 Teheran s ummi t of the USSR, the USA 
and Britain. The declaration on liberated Europe, signed at the 
Yalta conference of anti-Hitler coalition hdd in February 1945, 
established the collective responsibility, of the participants for 
re-establishment of the national and state independence of all 
European countries forced from the Nazi occupation and for 
settmg up of democratic government in the latter. In the Potsdam 
agreement, signed in the summer of 1945, these powers tmdertook 
the responsibility for transforming Germany into a democratic, 
peace-loving state, which would never again threaten the security 
and independence of European nations and which would enable 
the German people to Uveand workin peace and enjoy a democratic 
system. The agreement provided for denazification, demilitari¬ 
zation and decartelization of Germany which meant banning of 
all Nazi and fascist organizations, exclusion of all Hitlerites from 
public life, dispersal of Hitler’s General Staff, punishment of all 
war criminals, liquidation of monopolies which were the driving 
force of aggressive German imperialism, etc. 

Evidently, in its bid to establish a system of European security, 
the anti-Hitler coalition was seeking steps that would prevent any 
resurgence of German imperialism and nulitarism, and assure 
cooperation of all European nations for the preservation of peace 
and security in the continent. The foundation of United Nations 
was also then visualized as a forum of cooperation of all nations 
irrespective of their differences in social systems to defend peace 
and security in the world. The system of’‘veto” was introduced in 
its worldng principles only to ensure that no power would attempt 
to impose its opinions or method by sheer weight of majority in 
the organization. 

in. Rise and fall of tte cold war 

At the close of Second World War, achievement of European 
security and lastmg peace seemed already in hand. The head of the 
then French Government, General Charles de Gaulle later recorded 
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in his memoirs that he proposed a three-tier system of Eoropean 
security consisting of (1) Franco-Soviet, (2) a British-Soviet and a 
Franco-British Pact, and (3) a United Nations Pact of collective 
security that would include the USA. The USA too wu thinking 
of achieving a reliable guarantee of European security in the form 
of a regional agreement. In 1944 President Roosevelt stated that 
the US troops would be withdrawn from Europe within two years 
after the end of the war. Elab<Mating this statement, the American 
politician, Karon Van B- Cleveland stated, “at first Americans 
assumed, in Wilsonian fashion, that peace in Europe would be 
maintained, not by American participation in an European balance 
of power, but by collective security and cooperation of the perma¬ 
nent members of the UN Security Council”. 

It is also worth noting that memorandums of the governments of 
Holland, Luxemburg, Belgium, Denmark, Norway, Greece, 
Poland, Czechoslovakia and Yugoslavia, submitted to the confer¬ 
ence of Deputy Foreign Ministers held in London in January 
1947, pointed out the need of creation of a system of European 
security with the participation of all the allied countries bordering 
on Germany. 

But Soon the imperialist interests received predominant voice 
in the ruling circles of the Western countries, and they sought to 
forge their common front headed by the USA for liquidation of 
socialist countries and preservation of colonial system with 
a single foreign policy line and a unified military strategy. West 
German militarism was again regarded as the principal shock force 
against the Soviet Union and the other socialist countries. With 
this aim in mind they initiated policies to split Europe into opposing 
nulitary groupings to set up military blocs and bases in all the 
countries bordering the socialist world, and to revive militarism 
and revanclust tendencies in West Germany in direct violation of 
Potsdam agreement. They proclaimed various doctrines aimed at 
“rolling back” or “deterring” communism. They claimed that 
peaceful coexistence would be absolutely impossible with the Soviet 
Union and invented stories about the alleged Soviet threat to 
Western Europe and all other neighbouring countries. In this 
process they sowed seeds of suspicion against the socialist world, 
damaged international relations and disrupted economic, trade 
and ctiltural ties between the countries, particularly between the 
east and west European countries. They did not hesitate to inter- 
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ve&e ina numba of countries in order to set up pro-US governments 
(mainly dictatorslups) and fought many colonial wars, the most 
brutal and prolonged proved to be the Vietnam war. 

It was on April 4, 1949 that the Western powers Signed in 
Washington a pact to establish the North Atlantic Treaty Organiza¬ 
tion (NATO) consisting of twelve states: the USA, Britain, France, 
Canada, Italy, Belgium, Holland, Luxemburg, Portugal, Denmark, 
Norway and Iceland. Turkey and Greece were brought in later (in 
Feb. 1952). In May 1955, the Western powers entered into agree¬ 
ment providing of theremilitarization ofWest Germany and malpng 
it the fifteenth member of their military groupings. Thus NATO 
covered IS capitalist states with a territory aggregating 22 million 
sq. km. and a population totalling about 500 nuUion. Soon the 
NATOarmedfor^totalled 6.5millionalongwith the US contri¬ 
bution of 345,000 servicemen and 7,000 nuclear warheads and the 
US Sixth Fleet.SinceitsestabUshmentNATOmembershavespent 
an astronomical sum of 1,500,000,000,000 dollars on armament. 

The formation of NATO created additional problems as a 
result of partition of Germany: the formation of two German 
states and the problem of West Berlin. Instead of forming a 
unified German states the three Western powers, the USA, Britain 
and France united the three parts of Germany (that were under 
their occupation under the Potsdam agreement) into a West 
German state, now knosm as the Federal Republic of Germany 
and resurrected former German cartels and monopolies, rehabili¬ 
tated many Nazi oflScials and annymen into administration and 
armed forces, and banned the Communist Party of Gemtany and 
other anti-fascist democratic organization while at the same time 
giving full freedom to revanchists. Thus, they openly violated the 
Potsdam agreement. On the other hand, the zone which was 
under Soviet occupation, got freed from the monopolies and 
junkers, wiped out fascist remnants and effected democratic 
changes. Evidently, the Western powers were afraid of uniting this 
area with their parts because it could have given a strength to the 
democratic forces m the Western parts of Germany too and the 
revanchists elements would have to pve way to peace-loving 
forces. All impartial observers admit that the responsibility for the 
division of Germany lies with the West. The proclamation of the 
German Democratic Republic as an independent sovereign state 
was made when the Western powers finally wrecked unification with 
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their unilateral decision to establish a separate state of West 
Oennany. 

The division of Oermany, of course, facilitated the West in 
promoting cries of “forcible liberation of East Germany and re-uni> 
fication”,“retumofOennanyto 1937 borders",etc., and in creation 
of a war-like atmosphere in West Germany, lire ruling Christian 
Democratic Union in alliance with the Christian Social Union 
rallied all the right-wing forces inheriting the social and economic 
base of the former Nazi party. Its leaders openly campaigned for a 
revanchist programme. Some members of the Federal government 
such as Transport Minister Seebohm even demanded recognition 
ofthelegality ofthe Munich Agreementand consequentpartitioning 
of Czechoslovakia. Former Nazi supporters (who before the war 
lived in the territories of Czechoslovakia and Poland and were 
sent back to Germany, in accordance with the provisions of the 
Potsdam agreements) were united into a so-called organization 
called "alliance of exiles" with a membership of about 2.5 million 
and formed the hard core of revanchists. In all there existed 300 
revanchist organizations which put out 350 newspapers with a 
total circulation of over two million copies. These organizations 
received subsidies from the government to the tune of 500 million 
marks a year and also funds from other sources. 

Even more grotesque role was bestowed on West Berlin. Under 
1944-45 agreements this city in the heart of East Germany was 
divided into four parts, each part controlled by the armed forces of 
the four war-time allies. The administration was based on principle 
of unaninuty, which worked very well till 1948, though with dinuni- 
shing eflfectivity. When the Western powers decided to split 
Germany, they followed the samepolicy in Berlin too, and establish¬ 
ed a separate administration in the zones occupied by them. 
East Berlin became the capital of the German Democratic 
Republic (GDR). Evidently, West Berlin was severed from its 
eastern part mainly with the aim of turning it into a major base of 
espionage and subversion against the GDR and other socialist 
countries. More than 90 intelligence branches and sabotage 
groups and over revenge-seeking and militarist organizations 
were concentrated in this city. A vast network of radio and tele¬ 
vision stations, mainly subsidized by the CIA, beamed their vicious 
propaganda against the socialist countries. 

The arms drive had poisonous propaganda against the socialist 
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countries in Europe led the West to channel vast limds into the war 
industry at the cost of economic construction. In 1949, the NATO 
member states of Europe spent 4,800 million dollars in 1974. The 
US contributed 84,300 n^on and Canada, 2,700 million. 
NATO's European members annoimced on December 9^ 1974, 
a multi-million dollar plan to further improve their fighting 
strength. 

Soon the catastrophic effects of cold war and also of hot wars 
like those of Vietnam and West Asia, were visible on the domestic 
economic situation in the Western countries including the United 
States. The American foreign affairs commentator John V. 
Lindsay wrote: “The calamitous nature of foreign policy decision 
is obvious and the long slide of domestic economy — through 
super-heating, rampant inflation, super-cooling, stagnation, and 
limping recovery with continued high inflation — has been widely 
documented." (Foreign Afiairs , October 1971, p. 6.) 

The economic difficulties led many politicians in the West to make 
a rethinkingabout their political positions, or the so<alled “position 
of strength", which were already proving bankrupt. For more 
than a quarter of century since the end of the Second World War, 
if the peace was violated anywhere in the world, it was at the hands 
of the Western powers, particularly in their leader, the USA. 
The Soviet Union did not only not attack any state, but aU the 
time pleaded for building up of political, economic and cultural 
relations between the states on the basis of equality ruling out 
conflicts and Strengthening of mutual confidence between nations 
and states. Several times the Soviet Union proposed liquidation 
of the two military groupings in Europe, the NATO of the Western 
powers and the Warsaw Pact of the socialist states, which was 
established as mutual defence arrangement against the already 
existingNATOgrouping.andcutin thearmsand military expendi¬ 
ture in all European countries. 

In this situation it was natural that the Western policies began 
to become increasingly unpopular. In 1949, 44 po* cent of public 
opinion in West Germany favoured boosting up of armed forces, 
whereas in 1971 this number dropped to 25 per cent. In 1971. 
prominent monbers of the Government in Denmark announced 
their intention to reduce country’s armed forces and the length of 
service in the army. The Government of Iceland expressed the 
wish to see the US troops leave the country by 1975. Even in the 
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USA, powerfol voices began to be raised in favour of detente and 
normal economic rdations with all the socialist countries. A well- 
known statesman and Democratic party leader, Averell Harriman 
stated that between the USA and the Soviet Union “competitive 
coexistence will continue. We must accept and meet that 
challenge'*. (America and Russia in a Chan gin g World, 1971, 
p. 204.) 

IV. Pasitive developmeat 

By the end of 'tiOs and beginning of '70s, the bankruptcy 
of the cold war policies was increasingly realized in. the ruling 
circles in the West. Their efforts to create “decisive superiority 
of power" was already thwarted by the power of the socialist 
countries. A US publicist, George Lowe, showed in his book 
The Age of Deterrence “that the attempts of the American tiltras 
to impose a policy of preventive war” on the US administration 
were frustrated owing to the successes achieved by the Soviet Union 
in the sphere of defence. By that time it was also clear that 
subversive activities organized by the West in the socialist countries 
aimed at undermining the latter's unity and restoring capitalism 
in some of the East European countries were not likely to succeed. 
It was especially more clear after their failure in Czechoslovakia 
in 1968. In 1970, a leading West German politician wrote in the 
US journal Foreign (Uct. 1970, p. 46): “We see the 

Situation realistically as itis. Nothing important can beaccompUsh- 
ed in Eastern Europe that Moscow does not agree to: it would be 
foolish to try to drive wedges among the members of Warsaw 
Pact.” 

Further, it was realized that while the US lost its strategic 
invulnerability, the obUgations it has imposed on West European 
countries are fraught with dangers. The USA brought European 
nations to the brink of thermonuclear holocaust several times 
without even consultations with its allies. For example, in 1950 
President Truman said that atomic weapons could be used in 
Korea. In 1954, 1958 and 1960, the US seriously considwed the 
questionofa“preventivewar”again8ttheSovietUnion. In 1958, 
the US sent its troops to West Asia from bases in France without 
consulting the French side. In 1962, during the Carribbean crisis, 
the US undertook actions, without allies’ consent, that threatened 
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to turn the situation into a world*wide conflagration. At that time 
the US forces in Europe were {daced on alert. The -US escalated 
war in Vietnam also without even informing its allies, etc. 

The first to recognize the above-mentioned facts was France. 
President de Oaulle withdrew French forces from NATO military 
command, thus forcing NATO to relocate its military bases and the 
armed forces including those possessing atomic weapons, in other 
countries. 

President de Gaulle visited Moscow and in a joint declaration 
signed in Moscow on June 30,1966, the two sides stressed that the 
Soviet-French cooperation could make a decisive contribution to 
the evolution of international relations in Europe with the aim of 
normalizing the situation on the European continent. The joint 
commission that was established on that occasion proved to be an 
extremely usefid instrument for development of their mutual 
cooperation, and also showed that countries with different social 
systems cotild cooperate m a mutually advantageous manner. 

In West Germany, the growing realization that efforts to readjust 
its borders by force with the support of allies such as Britain and 
France would not succeed at all, a movement was growing for 
recognition of contemporary reality including borders of European 
countries and establishment of peaceful political and economic 
relations with the neighbouring socialist countries. It was reflected 
in the defeat of cold-war ruling party, the CDU-CSU, at the polls 
in September 1969 and a victory for the Social Democratic Party 
which offered hopes for a settlement with the socialist neighbours, 
under the slogan '‘OstopoUtik”. 

The new government coalition formed by the Social Democratic 
Party (SDP) and the Free Democratic Rirty (FDP) affixed its 
signatures on the Nuclear Non-proliferation Treaty. On August 
12, 1970 it signed a very important treaty with the Soviet Union 
recognizing the inviolability of the existing borders in Emope, 
including the Oder-Neisse line and the borders between the two 
German states. The treaty also recognized the principle of 
renunciation of force or threat of force in relations between states. 
Smilar treaties were signed with Poland (May26,1972) and Czecho¬ 
slovakia (June 20, 1973). The treaty regarding the mutual relations 
between the CSSR and the FRO came into force after exchange of 
ratification papers on June 11,1974. The agreement is significant 
because it proclaimed the nullity of the so-called Munich Agree- 
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TOffiXt of September 29^ 1938 and also provkled for devdopmmt of 
econoimo, trade, scientific and cultural relations between the 
CSSR and the FRO. 

Meanwhile, on September 3,1971, representatives of the Soviet 

Union, the USA, Britain and France signed a four-power agreement 

on West Berlin, stipulating that West Berlin is not an integral part 

of West Oemiany (FRO) and would not become so in future. The 

parties agreed not to change the existing situation by any unilateral 

action. In December the same year, agreements between the two 

Oerman states, and between the ODR and the West Berlin Senate 

established the order of the transit passage of civilians and freight 

between the FRO and West Berlin and introduced a number of 

measures facilitating and improving the conditions for the visits 

of West Berlin residents to the ODR. 

* 

These treaties were hailed all over the world as they contributed 
many positive developments towards establishment of a system of 
peace and security in Europe. OnMaylT, 1972, Federal Chancellor 
Willy Brandt emphasized the significance of these treaties in a 
Radio and TV appearance and stated; “Tlus act has ushered in 
a new stage in the history of Federal Republic of Germany. 
Following a difficult and fierce struggle, we have embarked upon 
the path of reason wUch leads to the future.” Leonid Brezhnev, 
General Secretary of the CPSU Central Committee, said in an 
address on the occasion of SOth anniversary of the USSR: “The 
Treaties between the USSR and the FRO, and between Poland 
and the FRG, which formalized the inviolability of the existing 
European frontiers, the agreements on West Berlin, and the treaty 
on the principles governing relations between the GDR and the 
FRG... the final breakthrough of the diplomatic blockade of 
the GDR all these are important steps in Europe’s progress 
towards peace and security. And all this is not any one country’s 
gain alone, but a big victory for reason and realism in international 
relations.” 

Another important progress was achieved in the sphere of 
Soviet-Italian relations. The Soviet Foreign Minister Andrei 
Gromyko visited Rome in 1970 and the Italian Foreign Minister 
AMo Moro paid a return visit to Moscow in 1971. The subsequent 
visit of the Italian Prime Minister Ouilio Andreotti to Moscow in 
October 1972 proved to be of great significance for the cause of 
European security. In the joint communique, the two sides said 
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that they paid great attention to securing peace and easing tension 
in Europe, to the study of the possibilities of reducing armamoits 
and armed forces, primarily in Central Europe, and of the 

most dangerous weapons of mass extermination. Furtho', the 
two sides decided to promote economic and cultural relations. 

During this period, the Soviet Union and other socialist countries 
took a number of steps to improve relations with the Benelux 
countries and other smaller cotuitries, such as Austria, Norway, 
Sweden, Finland and Denmark. The visit of Soviet Prime Minister 
Alexei Kosygin to Denmark and Norway at the end of 1971 played 
a major role in it. 

In the creation of better relations between the Eastern and 
Western countries, that is, the capitalist and socialist countries, 
every socialist country has contributed its best in the form of 
building and improving contacts and offering economic, scientific 
and technological relations to the capitalist countries. The vast 
markets in the sociaUst world were in partictilar very alluring to 
the capitalists who faced a cut-throat competition and shrinking 
market in their own camp- Even the U^A could not allow itself to 
be left behind in this race and moved towards detente with the 
socialist countries. 

Thus, a new political climate, congenial to improvement of 
relations between states belonging to different social systems, 
began to be felt by the end of *605. The socialist countries in 
cooperation with other peace-loving countries did everything in 
their power to eliminate cold war attitudes and help all other 
nations in Europe in finding ways and means for establishment and 
strengthening of mutual normal relations free from antagonisms. 


V. F<w European cwfereuce 


The socialist countries and the international working class 
movement have alwaj^ given importance to their programme of 
universal peace and security, so that tlM people in every country 
may determine their future in accordance with their wishes and 
without outside interference. War is opposed to revolution. 

The European socialist countries succeeded successively in 
defeating war moves and at the meeting of the Warsaw Treaty 
Political Consultative Committee, held in Bucharest in July 1966, 
they set forth a comprehensive long-term programme for achieving 
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European security with the particupation of all European ooiuitries 
irrespective of their social systems. The meeting adopted a 
Declaration on Strengthening Peace and Security in Europe which 
said; **The European Security problem can be solved by the 
concerted effort of the European states and all social forces that 
stand for peace, regardless of ideological views, religious and other 
beliefs.” 

The proposal remained unheeded in the NATO ruling circles, 
though it met with response from many segments of public opinion 
in West Europe. The participants of the Bucharest meeting knew 
very well that the obstacles could be surmounted by determined 
efforts of the peoples of Europe. Therefore, the European 
workers’ and communist parties took initiative in holding their 
conference in Karlovy Vary in April 1967. The conference decided 
to mobilize mass opinion in favour of the proposal for holding an 
European conference and it called on the Christian parties. 
Social Democrats, trade unions, farmers' organization and others 
to work out a joint programme of action for ensuring Etiropean 
security. 

The signatories of the Bucharest Declaration met once again in 
Budapest in March 1969 to discms the same question and in an 
appeal to all nations of Europe stressed: "Not once since the 
Second World War have all the states of Europe met together, 
although there are a host of questions awaiting consideration at 
the conference table. If the interests of strengthening peace are 
taken into consideration, there are no valid reasons to put off calling 
a general European conference.” 

Budapest Appeal won some adherents in the West. The govern¬ 
ment of Finland even offered to organize an exploratory meeting 
of the European states with the participation of Canada and the 
USA if their governments considered it desirable. The Finnish 
initiative was heartily welcomed and supported by all the signa¬ 
tories of the Budapest Appeal. While some NATO member 
states approached the Appeal cautiously, Washington and London 
express^ almost total opposition. At the Washington session of 
the NATO Council, held in April 1969 to mark the 20th anniversary 
of the North Atlantic bloc, the American spokesman indicated that 
the US did not intend to ^ve its consent to the convening 
of an European Conference. But some members, such as 
Mitchell Sharp, Canada’s Secretary of State for External Affairs 
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pleaded for a careful study of the Budapest Appeal. 

The subsequent NATO Council meetings, viz., the Brussels 
meeting of December 1969, Rome meeting ofMay 1970and Lisbon 
meeting of June 1971, had to take note of the conf^ence proposal 
of the Warsaw Treaty countries, but decided to resort to tactics 
of procrastination. The Lisbon meeting put forward the condition 
that the West Berlin problem be settled first before mtilUlateral 
negotiations could begin. This condition was fulfill ed with the 
signing of the four-power agreement on West Berlin. The next 
Brussels session of the NATO Council (Dec. 1971) was then forced 
to promise consideration on Finland’s proposal. 

Meanwhile the meeting of the foreign ministers of the Warsaw 
Treaty countries in Prague in October 1969 made concrete sugges¬ 
tions for the agenda of the proposed European conference and 
also proposed its time and place. It proposed a two-point agenda; 

(1) The promotion of European security and renunciation of the 
use of force or threat of its use in relations among states in Europe: 

(2) the expansion of trade, economic, scientific and technological 
ties on equal terms with a view to promoting political cooperation 
among the European states. 

To discuss the response to previous Appeal and Declarations, 
particularly to the October 1969 suggestion, the Warsaw Treaty 
countries again met in Budapest in June 1970. The Warsaw Treaty 
foreign ministers prepared a Memorandum which suggested that 
in addition to the two items proposed by them in October 1969 a 
third item might also be taken up by the proposed conference 
concerning the setting up at the conference of an agency to deal 
with questions of security and cooperation in Europe. They also 
suggested that the question of reduction of foreign armed forces 
stationed in Europe might be discussed by the proposed agency or 
in some other way acceptable to the states concerned. Further, 
they suggested that as part of the second item on agenda which was 
suggested in the October 1969 proposals, the Warsaw Treaty 
countries are prepared to discuss cultural rdations and problems 
of natural oivironment. Thus, this Budapest meeting agreed to 
expand the agenda of the proposed conference in consonance 
with the wishes expressed in some of the European states during 
discussions on the subject. 

The 24th Congress of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union 
(March 1971) made a major contribution to strengthen detente in 
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Europe and the world over. The Congress adopted a prograxooie 
for peace and international cooperation outlined by the Oeneral 
Secretary of the CPSU Central Committee, L.I. Brezhnev, in his 
speech at the Congress. Among other things the Peace Progranune 
proposed reduction of armed forces and armament, particularly in 
Central Europe and halting of armed race; it affirm^ readiness of 
the Warsaw Treaty countries to annul thnr Treaty simultaneously 
with the annulment of the North Atlantic Treaty, or as a first step 
to agree to the simultaneous disbandment of their military organiza¬ 
tions; it proposed bilateral and regional agreements on banning 
the use of force or threat of its use to settle problems; and it 
expressed the readiness ofthe Soviet Union to develop with desirous 
countries cooperation in all spheres, including environmental 
protection, utilization of power and other natural resources, 
development of transport and communications, prevention and 
elimination of particularly dangerous and widespread diseases, 
and exploration of space and the ocean. 

The Soviet Peace Programme aroused favourable response in the 
world. The peace-loving people rallied to support it with their 
actions. Mass organizations developed independent initiative to 
create favourable conditions for relaxation of tensions and consoli¬ 
dation of peace. For example, the World Peace Council Assembly 
(Budapest, May 1971) stressed in its resolution that collective 
security would render the existing nulitary grouping unnecessary 
and open up truly boundless prospects of peaceful and ecjual 
cooperation for the peoples of Europe. The Presiding Committee 
of the World Peace Council (Helsinki, January 1972) noted that 
recognition of posUwar realities in Europe by a number of countries 
had helped to intensify the trends towards detente and better 
relations between the states and the next step towards peace and 
security should be the convocation of an all-European conference. 
It called on all governments concerned to begin multilateral consul¬ 
tations without delay and appealed to democratic organizations all 
over the world to support the proposals regarding European confer¬ 
ence. 

In June 1972, a conference known as the Assembly of Represen¬ 
tatives of Public Opinion for European Slecurity and Cooperation 
was held in Brussels, wherein nearly a thousand non-official envoys 
from 27 European countries adopted a Statement proclaiming 
principles of European security. 
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In the wake of mass stirrings, a section of ruling classes in the 
Westhad already beenshowinginterestinthe conference proposals. 
The foreign ministm of Sweden, Finland, Norway, Denmark and 
Iceland, at their seeting m Copenhagen in September 1971, declared 
that they “support the efforts arrived at convening a European 
conference on security and cooperation”. Austrian Chancellor 
Bruno Kriesky demanded that the conference be held in the 
nearest future. The French Foreign Minister, M. Schumann, 
stated in January 1972: “The conference must be convened. It 
can play a decisive role in achieving detente and mutual under¬ 
standing between all the European nations, helping them to 
overcome the division into blocs and lay the foundations for wide- 
scale cooperation.” The resistance put up So far by the British 
Conservative Government and the Nixon adnunistration was also 
breaking down under pressure of European allies and internal 
economic and political difBculties. President Nixon visited 
MoscowinMay 1972 and inthejointSoviet-American communique 
issued at the end of Brezhnev-Nixon talks revealed that 
Mr. Nixon agreed that the proposed all-European conference 
“should be convened at a time to be agreed by the countries con¬ 
cerned, but without undue dday”. The final communique of the 
NATO Council session, held in Bonn in May 1972, declared that 
the NATO countries decided to support the proposal to begin the 
multilateral talks on preparations for a European Conference in 
Helsinki. And the preparatory talks did open in November 1972 
in the Finnish capital. 

VI. Principles of European security 

In the beginning of’70s the struggle of the socialist countries 
for convening a European conference was reaching the realm of 
reality. The Warsaw Treaty countries, therefore, took initiative 
to formulate the basic principles of security and cooperation in 
their Prague meeting in January 1972. The Declaration on Peace, 
Security and Cooperation in Europe, later known as Prague Deck- 
ration, adopted at this meeting, outlined concrete steps for turning 
Europe into a continent of durable peace and cooperation. 

In Europe, the question of borders had been one of the key 
sources of tension. As shown elsewhere, the revanchist tendencies 
gave rise to war-mongers in West Oennany and hefa*?"* feeder 
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of the cold war. The Prague Declaration, therefore, gave concrete 
expression to the i»incipie of inviolability of borders and said, 
that *‘the inviolabibty of the existing borders, the territorial 
integrity of the states of Europe must continue unfailingly to be 
obsMved in the future, and territorial claims of one state upon 
another must be completely ruled out”. This is a principle of 
prime importance because most wars start over territorial claims 
and demands for a revision of boundary lines. 

The principle of inviolability of borders was clearly affirmed 
in many international agreements between socialist countries and 
some capitalist countries in Europe, such as the treaties concluded 
by the Soviet Union with France and Federal Republic of 
Germany’s treaties with the Soviet Union, Poland and Czecho* 
Slovakia. These treaties have already created favourable conditions 
for establishing this principle as a part of international law. 

Here it' must be seen that formerly most capitalist states upheld 
this principle with a provision that the borders may be revised by 
the parties concerned with mutual consent. Special emphasis was 
laid on permissibility of “peaceful changes”. This formulation, in 
practice, allowed the powerful country to secure “peaceful changes’* 
in the borders of a weak neigU>our. Similar provisions were 
inserted in the Logamo treaties of October 192S which came about 
after the allies' arbitration between Germany and Poland and 
between Germany and Czechoslovakia. “Peaceful changes’* 
provisions were later used by Hitler and his accomplices in the 
West to santify Hitler’s annexation of Austria and of bordering 
areas of Czechoslovakia as per Munich Diktat. That was why the 
Prague Declaration ruled out changes in borders on any pretext. 

The second principle that the Prague Declaration declared to be 
of immense significance for consolidation of peace and security in 
Europe is the (winciple of renunciation of the use of force or its 
threat. The l^gue Declaration stated: “Hiere should be no 
threat or use of force in relations between states in Europe. All 
outstanding issues should be settled exclusivdy by peaceful political, 
m^ns, through negotiations, in accordance with the basic principles 
of intematio^ law in such a way as not to jeopardize the legitimate 
interests, and the peace and security of nations.” 

It is no secret that tension between states is always built up by 
threat or show of force and it generates arms race as the otha 
side begins to build up its mmed forces to counteract threats. It 
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inevitably lesults into fm explosive state of antagonism and bostdity 
with ever-present danger of war. It might be Trailed that the 
Warsaw Treaty grouping came into enstence as a counter-force 
against the NATO military bloc led by the USA. Therefore, wlule 
it is necessary to renounce force and agree to use peaceful negotia¬ 
tion as a method for resolution of disputes between states, it is also 
essential that no aggressive bloi^ are formed against a state or a 
group of states. The Warsaw Treaty countries always declared that 
they would dissolve their grouping if the West also do the same 
simultaneously. The Warsaw Treaty coimtries are, from this 
point of view, interested in a system of collective security in Europe. 

The principle of renunciation of use of force had increasingly 
gained ground in Europe. Pot example, the West German 
Chancellor, Willy Brandt, told a session of the Council of the 
Socialist International in May 1971, that consideration of the 
question of renunciation of the use of force was one of the political 
tasks of the all-European conference. The treaties of the FRO 
with the Soviet Union and Poland incorporated this provision. 
This principle had earlier been laid down in UN Charter too. Its 
inclusion in a European security agreement would definitely make 
it weighty. 

Next, the Prague Declaration emphasized the observance of 
principle of peaceful coexistence as the basis of relations between 
different states. The principle conforms to the actual sitxiation in 
Europe where use of force against the socialist countries was 
justified on the basis of hatred towards the socialist system. The 
Declaration stated that “difference of systems should not be an 
insuperable obstacle in the way of all-round devdopment of 
relations between countries. By eliminating war as an instrument 
of policy, the European states, bdonging to different social systems, 
can and must base their relations on accord and cooperation in 
their.intcrests of peace”. 

The Prague Declaration affirmed that the principles of good 
ne^hbourly relations and cooperation in the interests of peace and 
development of mutually ben^cial contacts would improve rdations 
between states in Europe and promote their mutual trust. In this 
context the Declaration said that “good neighbourly relations 
between the European states should develop on the tosis of the 
principles of ind^ndeace and national sovereignty, equality, non- 
iinterference in domestic afiairs and mutual benefit”. The Declara- 



tion suggested that good neighbourly rdations should be practised 
in every sphere and in everyday life. It said, tius apjwoach “must 
become a permanent factor in the life of all the European nations, 
and should also lead to a development of good neighbourly relations 
and mutual understanding between states in different parts of 
Europe”. What is especially in^iortant, the Declaration continued, 
was the “need to strive to transform relations between the European 
states in such a way as to overcome the division of the continent 
into military-political groupings”. 

But good neighbourly relations could not fiotirish in void. The 
Prague Declaration pointed out that mutually advantageous ties 
between states woiUd be essential for providing a firm basis for 
collective security system. By entering into commercial, economic, 
cultural, scientific and technological agreements, the European 
countries, especially the Western states, could not only stabilize 
their internal economic and financial situation, but help in the 
solution of major scientific and technological problems, in 
particular some of the problems that could be tackled only 
collectively, through the efforts of all states, such as protection of 
the environment from the dangers of nuclear radiation and harmful 
effects of toxic chenucals on plants, the problem of water conserva¬ 
tion, etc. The Declaration said that, “the development of these 
‘ties’ giving material context to the European peoples’ urge for 
peace, tranquillity and prosperity, will consolidate the stability of 
the system of security and cooperation taking shape in Europe”. 

The principles of peaceful coexistence could hardly be practised 
in an atmosphere of arms race. And the piling up of arms would 

create a potential danger of war. Therefore, the Prague Declara¬ 
tion devoted apedal attention to the commitment regarding 
disarmament which would serve to case military tension. It is of 
particular significance for Europe where troops and weapons are 
concentrated on the highest level ever obswved even in war times. 
The Prague Declaration put the following tasla in this regard: 
“In order to strengthen international peace, the European states 
must do their utmost to help solve the problem of general and 
complete nuclear disarmament above all, and to put 

through measures linuUng and halting the arms race.” 

And finally, the Prague Declaration stipulated that all the 
European nations should support the United Nat ions and strengthen 
She latter in accordance wth the provisions of the UN Charter. 
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It was a significant commitment because it meant that all the 
responsibilities undertakoi the contracting countries for the 
establishment of a security system in Europe would be hompl^ely 
in accord with the principles of UN Charter. There is no doubt 
that the UN has contributed immensely towards lessening of the 
threats of a world war and adopted many documents in recent 
times, such as declaration on' strengthening of international 
security. Resolution on World Disarmament Conference, resolution 
on the non-application of force in international relations, codifi¬ 
cation of the principles of peaceful coexistence, definition of 
aggression, etc., that strengthen the international trends towards 
detente and peaceful cooperation. 

Thus the basic principles of European security and rdations 
between the states of Europe, set forth in the Prague Declaration, 
summed up the experience gained by the socialist countries in the 
course of long years of struggle for peace and cooperation.' They 
were formulated with regard to the constructive and realist trends 
and policies that emerged in the west European countries during the 
period. That was why, with each passing day, momentum of 
support gathered around the Prague Declaration and made the 
holding of the European Conference a feasible and viable proposi¬ 
tion. 

yn. Pen^ective 

The conference of the representatives of all European countries 
together with those of the USA and Canada, that opened in the 
Finnish capital, Helsinki, in November 1972, was a major event in 
the life of European people. The cold war habits, cultivated in the 
West at least since the rise of the first state of socialism, the Soviet 
Union, that is, for more than fifty years, could not disappear in 
one sitting or even one conference. It was thnefore of no little 
credit that the Helsinki meet was able to formulate the Agenda and 
finish off preliminary discussions and consultations within a histori¬ 
cally short time of nearly a year and currently, the second state of 
the conference is under way in Geneva. And it is hoped that the 
year 1975 would witness the opening of its third stage which would 
approve final documents of the conference. The propose of the- 
bocialist countries that the third stage should be held at summit 
level to bestow full authority and prestige to the decisions^ 
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u being supported very widdy even in the Western countries. 

At this conference, the cold war attitudes were in the main 
reflected on the questions pertaining to eata Wiali rnefit and devdop- 
mentofculturalcontactsMweentheparticipantcountries. Some 
of the Western ddegates attempted to make this question an instru¬ 
ment to gain right to interfere in the internal aflairs of socialist 
countries and freedom to organize subversion and ideological pene¬ 
tration in the name of “free exchange of ideas and men”. Their 
demand had nothing in common whh security and cooperation in 
Europe, but was politically ill-motivated. The socialist countries 
rightly rqected these moves and upheld the right to establish healtl^ 
and broad cultural contacts and scientificand technological collabo¬ 
ration, with the aim of exchange of real cultural values enriching 
man and espousing the cause of peace, progress and friendship 
among tuitions. In this respect too. the position of the socialist 
countries is in full harmony with the Iong*term interests of all who 
honestly wish peace and peaceful coexistence. 

Simultaneously with this conference, two other important 
international talks are being held whose outcome would be very 
important for the European security. One is the strategic arms 
limitation talks (SALT) hdd between the USA and the Soviet 


Union and the other is the East-West talks on mutual balanced 
reduction of armed forces and armament in Central Europe 
(MBRF). The SALT talks yielded initial successes and the 
first agreement was signed in May 1972 during the Brezhnev- 
Nixon summit inMoscow. The MBRF talks in Vienna have made 
very little progress for the simple reason that the Weston powers 
have still not been able to reconcile with the new situation and 
agree to renounce their old theory of “position-of-strength” in 
Europe. In any reduction of forces, they wantto maintain unilateral 
advantages for the NATO states at the expense of the security of 
socialist states. The socialist states submitted fresh proposals on 
November 8, 1973 for a balanced reduction on the two sides that 
would make it mutual and equal and would harm nobody. 

The task of consolidation on peace, security and cooperation in 
Europe is really a stupendous work. Centuries-old garbage cannot 
be cleaned in a short time. Therefore, the work must be carried 
forward even after the culmination of the present phases of the all- 
European conference. With this reaUty in mind, the Czechoslovak 
Foreign Minister tabled at the first stege of the conference in 
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July 1973, a proposal for the establishment of a “Consultative 
Conmiittee for Security and Cooperation” by the participating 
states to take up further multilateral talks and new tuks, and to 
continue and look after the contacts between states in the interest 
of peace even af^er the tennbation of the current conference. 

The successful conclusion of the all>European conference shall 
undoubtedly mark a turning point in the post-war history of Europe. 
If the continent which generated two world wars, becomes a conti¬ 
nent of peace, security and cooperation, it will set an example to 
the rest of the world by creating an atmosphere which rules out the 
solution of problems by means of armed force. 

European security indeed is more than a problem of regional 
significance. It will be of far-reaching importance for the entire 
world. For, if the war ever breala out in Europe, it will inevitably 
engulf all continents. It is, therefore, the duty of not only the 
European peoples, but also of the peoples of all continents to help 
achieve European security and cooperation. 



Mongolia During World War 11 


Buyantyn Dashtseren 

Ambassador Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary of 
the Mongolian People’s Republic in India. 

Nowadays the countries of socialist community and all the 
peace-loving countries and peoples are preparing to celebrate in 
a wortl^ manner the 30th anniversary of the historic victory over 
the fascist Germany and nulitarist Japan. 

In so doing the progressive mankind has every reason for this 
victory saved the peoples from the fascist enslavement and opened 
up to many countries and peoples the way to freedom, indepen¬ 
dence, socialism and progress. 

It is quite natural that freedom-loving peoples all over the 
world in celebrating this remarkable date pay a tribute of deep 
respect and thanks to the entire Soviet people and their glorious 
armed forces who played decisive role in the defeat of fascism and 
through unprecedented sacrifice and hardship, bearing the main 
burden of the war, not only defended freedom and independence 
of their motherland, but saved the mankind from the scourge 
Nazism and evils of destructive war. The predatory war unleashed 
by the Hitlerite Germany against the Soviet Union was aimed 
at destroying the world’s first socialist state. Therefore it posed 
a direct threat to the freedom and independence of the Mongo¬ 
lian people who had opted for the socialist path of development 
and made its country the second socialist state. On the very day 
when the Nazi Germany started the aggression against the ^viet 
Union the Political Bureau of the Central Committee of the 
the Mongolian People’s Revolutionery Party (MPRP) the 
Presidium of the People’s Khural and the Council of Ministers 
of the MPR held a joint meeting and having discussed the matter, 
in a strongest terms condemned the Nazi invasion and said 
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thit the MoogoUan peoide firmly stood on the side theSovi^ 
Union and expressed their preparedness to hdp the Soviet 
Union with all they could in accordance with the commitments 
undertaken by the protocol on mutual assistance. 

The Government of the Mongolian People’s Republic guided 
by the principles of proletarian internationalism from the very 
first days of the outbreak of the war undertook a mass campaign 
•inside the country in order to contribute to the defeat of Nazism 
and to help the Soviet people in their Great Patriotic War. 

The plenary meeting of the Central Committee of the MPRP 
heldinNovemsber 1941 unanimously adopted a resolution which 
pointed out “The great patriotic and just war now being waged 
by the people of the Soviet Union is the sacred war for the freedom 
of the mankind, consequently, is the war for our freedom and 
independence. Therefore, now the most important and main 
task of the Mongolian People’s Republic is to help the Soviet 
people in an every possible way in their struggle against the 
'Hitlerism”. 

One of the policy measures in this regard lay in the mobiliza¬ 
tion of the country’s internal resources and reconstruction of 
the national economy for the needs of war in order to strengthen 
the defence potential of the country and make effective the help 
to the Soviet people m their fight against the German Nazism. 

National Committee of the coordination of the movements 
for the assistance to the Red Army and delivery of the gifts to 
the front was set up in November 1941. In a response to the 
appeal of the Government — “everything for the front” and 
“all for the victory”--the nation-wide movement for the assistance 
to the Soviet people was launched. As the result, during the 
War gift consignments from the distant Mongolia reached the 
western sectors ofthe front of the Red Army 8 times, delivering 
warm clothing, foodstuffs and presents collected and produced 
by the Mongolian people for the front. The armoured brigade 
“Revolutionary... Mongolia” and air squadron “Mongolian 
People” built with the funds raised by the Mongolian people and 
placed at the disposal of the Red Army added their contribution 
to the defeat ofthe enemy. The armoured brigade “Revolutionary 
Mongolia” comprising the 44th guard tank brigade reached 
Berlm. The Mongolian people along with the personal gifts of 
millions of Tugriks presented to the front half a million horses. 
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Anny General LA. PUev, twice Hero of the the Soviet Uiuon 
Rcalls that “Our friends sent many horses to the Red Anay. 
This assistance was of great service to us. The tough and harcty 
Mongolian horses along with the Soviet tanks reached also 
■Berlin”. 

It is a matter of satisfaction to note that the assistance rendered 
by the Mongolian people to their ally and saviour within the 
me^ at their disposal is highly appreciated by the Soviet 
Government and the peoiHe. The General Secretary of the 
Central Committee of the CPSU, L.I. Brezhnev, said to this 
effect, “Our people felt this especially at the time of grave trials, 
during the Great Patriotic War. Here is one eloquent instance. 
In 1943, at the height of bitter battles against fascist invaders, 
a Mongolian delegation, led by Marshal Choibalsan, arrived at 
the front. It handed over to the Soviet army a tank unit built 
with funds raised by the Mongolian working people. Such 
things, are never forgotten!” 

After the defeat of the Nazi Germany the USSR, true to 
its allied duty, declared itself on August 9, I94S, in a state of 
war with Japan. On Ar^ust 10, 1945 the Government of the 
Mongolian People’s Republic in accordance with its obligations 
undertaken by the protocol on mutual assistance signed between 
theMPR and the USSR on March 12,1936 and desirous of con¬ 
tributing to the cause of the united nations, declared war on 
Nazi Germany's ally militarist Japan which for decades had 
threatened the sovereignty and independence of the Mongolian 
People’s Republic. 

The Mongolian people had been well aware of the evil intentions 
of the Japanese militarists. It was well known that General 
Aryak, former minister of defence of Imperial Japan, once said 
•“Japan does not want the existence of an equivocal territory like 
Mongolia bordering with Manchuria and China who fall within 
the sphere of influence of Japan”. 

As early as in 1935-36 and 1939 the Japanese militarists began 
systematically to provoke military conflicts in the border areas 
of Khalkhin-sum, Bulan-ders and Khalkhin-gol. Each time the 
invaders had b een repelled and the territorial integrity, and 
sovereighty of the country had been upheld. During those 
uneasy days of immediate threat to the country’s sovereignty and 
independence the Mongolian people continued to receive the 
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unfailing assistance from the Soviet Union. To this effect 
Yu. Tsedenbal said : “In the difficult period when the freedom 
and independence of the Mongolian people were threatoied by 
the alien invaders the Soviet Union came out on several occasions 
with the assistance to the MPR in the defence of its revolutionary 
gains. For the ensurance of the security and National indepen¬ 
dence of the MPR and for the preserving and strengthening of 
peace in the Far East cruical role had been played by the Protocol 
on mutual assistance signed between the )^R and the USSR on 
March 12, 1936, which wasatreaty of alliance of historic signffi* 
cance based on the principles of the proletarian Internationalism.” 

In view of the aggravation of the tensions on the eastern 
borders the government of the Mongolian People's Republic 
took a number of urgent measures for the strengthening of the 
country's defence potential. In 1938 and during the subsequent 
years until the complete victory over Nazism and militarism 
defence expenditure in the country had amounted to over SO 
per cent of the state budget. Thus the peaceful construction in 
the MPR had been seriously impeded by the systematic en¬ 
croachments on our sovereignty and by the provocations and 
conflicts imposed by the militarist circles of Japan. 

In these circumstances the declaration of war on the militarist 
Japan was not only a legally but also a moraDy right act. 

On the August 10,1945 the Mongolian Army side by side with 
the Red Army started military operations against the enemy. 
The Mongolian army consisting of motorized and cavalry 
units covering a thousand-kilometre-long difficult distance, 
passing arid deserts, and the high mountain ranges of the Great 
Rhingan, together with Soviet soldiers liberated the vast areas 
of North-Eastern China from the Japanese oGCUfuition and 
brought freedom to the peoples of the area. The more than 
one-million-strong Kwanglun ani^ was defeated within a short 
time by the joint Soviet and Mongolian forces and on September 
2, 1945 Japan signed an act of unconditional surrender. That 
was a major factor in bringing the war to a successful conclusion 
in the Far East. 

Thus the Mongolian People's Republic made its contribution 
to the noble cause of ^ United Nations in bringing abut the 
comidete victory over Nazism and militarism. 

With the rout of fascist Germany and militarist Japan peaceful 
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life came all over the world. Favourable conditions were cre&ted 
for tlm realization of aspirations of mUlicms of peoples for their 
national development and social progress. 

As a result of the defeat of fascism and militarism and collapse 
of the colonial system there emerged the world socialist system 
and a great number of former colonial territories attained freedom 
and national independence. 

On the occasion of the 30th anniversary of the great victory 
over fascism the Mongolian people, keeping in view the trials 
of the last war and aware of the still existing threat to peace and 
tranquillity, appeal to all the peace-loving forces to unite their 
efforts in order to make peace lasting and durable and 
the present relaxation of international tension irreversible. 

“In apcordance with the purposes and tasks of its peaceful 
foreign policy the Mongolian People’s Republic will further strive 
for an active promotion of peace and security in Asia, deepening 
the present detente”, said the First Secretary of the Central 
Committee of the MPRP and the Chairman of the Presidium of 
the Great People's Khural Yu. Tsedenbal. 
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What is Fascism 


Dr. Ferme Turt 

Ambassador Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary 
of the H ungarian People’s Republic in India- 

Bourgeois ideologists for a long time have made tremendous 
efforts to prove that fascism in spite of its well-known monstro¬ 
sity, had some ’’positive sides”. Despite the fact that “there 
was some historical role” of it in the development of the new 
plmse of the capitalist society, they laud fascism. Since along time 
they have been discussing what kind of force were behind fascism, 
wlwh power participated through them, who were responsible 
for the war crimes and who were innocent irrespective of how 
much they had been benefiting the terrorist power. 

It is not surprising that those who openly preach fascism—at 
the same time they are criticising their leaders for the “blunders” 
—glorify this cruel and violent social system. But it is surprising 
that they get publidty in numerous Western countries. Brides, 
even bourgeois social scientists, who condemn (he brutality of 
fascism, are trying to ex^riain, how important “historical positivity”, 
they have found in the fascist system! In these long-term in¬ 
ternational debates the Marxist social sdentists are also participat¬ 
ing and disapproving of the glossing views of the bourgeois 
ideologists. The Soviet andODR Marxist scientists’ works 
are especially outstanding in this respect. The Marxist philoso¬ 
phers from other socialist countries also have joined these im¬ 
portant discussioi^. In these discussions there are some partici¬ 
pants, who declare themselves as Marxists but disagree with the 
definition of fascism by Dimitrov at the VII Congress of Conun- 
tern because according to them “He was Stalinist”. Some of 
them discovered the positivity found in the fascist movements 
and governmental systems by bourgeois philosophers. 

The findings of the “positive” elements in the fascist society 
started after World War II and durmg the Cold War, when 



the Western opened Uie road again for the reorganized 

foroea of the German militarisin in Wttt Gerzaany and with 
a number of Hitlente fkscist generals initiated into the aggressive 
MATO the exidanations of “scientific" beautification cdTasdsm. 


Whether they wanted it or not, it helped believe far-reaching 
political aims and helped the disreputable “liberalization" policy 
of the is^erialists. So the debate about fascism is the compo¬ 


nent part of the ideological struggle. On the centre of this debate 
stands the question of the class character of the terroristic fascist 
dictatorship. 

The other main subject of this debate is that whether the 


totalitarian fascism’s the only form of the fascist dictatorship, 
and where the fascist forces failed to form the totalitarian govern¬ 
ment system, could we characterize the regime as fascist or 
come other kind of reactionary government. 

The concrete study of the fascist movements and regimes is a 
very important task of the Marxist historians, so they need the 
discussions among themselves too. The general substances of 
fascism in certain countries are appearing with peculiar symptoms 
and they have their own specific features. 

These are all complicated questions and it is very difficult 
to state immediately about a regime whether it is fascist or any 
other kind of dictatorship. But on the basis of some general 
characteristics, studied on scientific basis, it may be easier for 
everybody to find the truth about the most inhuman social system 
—fascism. 


What is fascii 


7 


After World War I in some European countries appeared the 
cruel dictatorship of the finance-capital, the social system of 
fascism. 

Fascism created a new situation in the world assigning new 
kind of tasks to the international workers’ and coinmunist 
movement. The new destructive World War II overwhelmed the 
whole mankind. 


The origbi of fascism 

Fascissi as a socio-political symptom and political movement 
appeared after World War I in some European countries 
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as a product of the geural crisis of capitaiisn. Accor^ag to its 
main function, first of ^ U played the role of the counter-re* 
volution against the historically and obfectivdy rising sociali^ 
revolution. Since the traditional bourgeois parties Vi/ttt unable 
to solve the new problems caused by the capitalist crisis in certain 
countries, fascism tried to adjust the old system of power to the 
changed economic and social realities and in this way to create 
a new alternative in the opposition of socialism. 

The main syn^toms of fasekm 

1. Conversion of the form of government of which the 
substance is absolute or considerable diminishing of the 
civic rights or rather the constitutional assurances of them. 
Replacing the bourgeois democracy, and the liberal forms 
of ruling system by open dictatorship which is nothing 
but undisguised anti*democratism. 

2. The ruthless suppression of the revolutionary movements 
of the masses, first of all the movements of the working 
class and crushing of the communists—'in some countries 
the socialist parties and the mass organizations of the 
workers—illegal liquidation of the worker and bourgeois 
opposition, or narrow limitation of the existence of tlus 
opposition. 

3. The concealment of the anti-peoplc substance of the 
regime by nationalist and soci^jst demagogy. Creating 
strong mass basis in those fields where fascism has not 
got before its coming to power, and creating enormous 
and active mass organizations. 

4. One-man dictatorship. 

5. The cult of violence and rudeness, the propaganda of 
different myths, putting the nationalist and irrational 
ideas on racial basis to the ranks of official policy. 

6. Aggressive foreign policy. 

Ibe form of fascism 

There were some differences regarding the forms of fascism 
in semie countries, but mainly it had two forms: totalitarian and 
non-totalitarian fascism. Among others the versions of fascism 
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diSnad firon cadi other meinly in the fo&owing poi&tc : to what 
tttent the transfomiatioii of administiation was needed for the 
solution of the crisis of the governzont and the whole social 
structure in that particular country, 

2. How powerful was the fascist movement and consequently 
faow serious would be the action of fascist forces against the 
revolutionary forces. 

In both forms of fascism the Communist Party was outlawed. 
The non-totalitarian fascism at the time of its coming to power 
had not got the mass basis or tnagg movement which could have 
assured the introduction of its totalitarian version. For that rea¬ 
son it had to disguise its essential character. At the same time in 
this form fascism enforced obtaining the mass basis, and getting 
closer to the totalitarian fascism. 

The chiracteristks oi fudsm 

The fascist system out of the above>mentioned two main 
versions differed from each other because of their different his¬ 
torical, social, economic and political traditions. According to 
these differences, the characteristics of fascism in certain countries 
were unlike each other. 

In those countries, where the fascism came to power after 
World War I, the economic and social conditions were very 
dissimilar. Among them were developed capitalist countries like 
Germany, keeping pace with the capitalist development and 
underdeveloped countries like Yugoslavia, Bulgaria or back¬ 
ward countries like Hungary. 

There is a widespread viewpoint in the historical literature, 
that the most typical form of fascism is the Nazi dictatorship. 
It is true. But the German fascism also had its own character¬ 
istics as compared to the others. 

The mass basis of fascism 

The fascists were high-levelled specialists in misleading the 
masses. The national socialists had obtained substantial mass- 
support with social-demagogy and whipping up the national 
feeling. For that they had used in Germany the bad moral be¬ 
cause of the economic problems caused by the conditimis of the 
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Vemilles Peace Treaty aad' tbe worseni&g economic aituatioik 
of the working dasses doe to the deep economic crisia. They 
could ^is their mass basis in those categories of tbe middle layers. 
like petty-bourgeois, peasantry, civil servants, the youth, middle- 
ranked army officials and tiu regular army officials, who were 
attracted towards the power. They especially utilized the un¬ 
employment for their demagogic aims and they were popular 
first of all among the disreputable ragamuffins. In this way they- 
could gain some forces in opposition of the workers' organiza¬ 
tions even in the streets. By tius the value of the Nazi move¬ 
ment had been raised in eyes of the representatives of the- 
monopoly capitalists. 

It has to be mentioned, that the deceptive means of demagogy 
and nationalism were used in other fascist countries too besides- 
Germany. 

The mass basis of fascism were the “middle class", first of all 
the petty-bourgeois. It belongsto the character of petty-bourgeois,, 
that they are unable to avoid the misleading and self-deception. 
They see and feel the troubles pressing them in the society, but the 
real solution of the problems is not clear for the petty-bourgeois 
and so they are inclined to join a policy—even can become fanatic 
supporters of that policy—which serves only their imaginary 
interests and which is just against their real ones. That was the 
way in which the petty-bourgcoisie joined—against its own inter¬ 
ests — the fascist movement. 

Ihe concept and class character of faactm 

The concept of fascism was difined at the session of the 
Executive Committee of the Comintern in December 1933. This- 
definition was ratified at the VII Congress of Comintern. 

“The ruling fascism... is the open terroristic dictatorship 
of the most reactionary, most chauvinUtic, most imperialistic 
elements of the finance-capital." 

The main element of this definition is that this ruling power is 
a specific form of the ruling system of the finance-capital, which 
means in other words, the monopolistic bourgeoisie. This defim- 
tion also refers to the relation between fascism and imperialism. 

Fasdsffl as the counter-revolutionary form of regime can 
only exist in the age of iii4>erialism. But m the age of io^erialism 
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it cu exist only in certain circunutancc8» under certain coxiditJons 
—not kgitnnate—but oiUy when the socialist system is existmg 
in the world and so the crisis of capitalism can be seen and felt 
on the surface too. 

That's why nowadays the definition of the concept of fascism 
is the specific form of the rule of the monopolistic bourgeoisie 
during the general crisis of capitalism. 

The definition of Comintern following the Marxist ideology^ 
had started from the most important element, the class character^ 
and another fact too — in the age of imperialism, with the for¬ 
mation of the state-monopoly capitalism, the economy and the 
policy had been closely interwoven. 

Lenin already considered the dividing of the policy and the 
economy a big mistake, and he stated several times that the policy 
is the expression of the concentrated economy. 


The formation of monopolies in the economy results in the 
increase of the political reactionaries. Its symptoms are the in¬ 
crease of political terrorism, political disruption of the working 
class by creating the working aristocracy, the increase of haras¬ 
sment, limitation of right of assembly, organization and the 
freedom of the press. All these are taking place to ensure the 
profit and maintenance of the system. 

So its source is the economy, and the monopoly capitalism 
safeguards its economic interests by the means of policy. Among 
these political means the fascist tendencies can be found and in 
some cases fascism comes to power. The fascist tendencies can 
develop with the permission for the existence of fascist organiza¬ 
tions, or even more if the ruling regime is supporting the fascist 
forces. 

However, takeover of power by fascists in a country does 
not depend on the economic conditions, but on the social ones, 
namely the political conditions of the monopoly — bourgeoisie 


and the proletariat — the two antagonistic calsses. That is why 
it is necessary to analyse correctly the relations of class forces. 
If the proletariat and the other progressive classes arc strong 
enough politically, and they are able to be united for actions, 
fascism cannot come to power. It means that the take-over of 
power by fascists can be prevented. 

The definition of the Vn Congress of Comintern pointed out 
the sttbsUdee of the fascism as a govenUfiental system In order 





to make it possible to specify the main task of the workers' 
movement especially the communist movement From the 
that open terroristic dictatorship had been taking shape came 
the conclusion : that there was a necessity and possibility of the 
unification of the wide-ranging circles of the society against 
tile ruling power. The VII Congress of the Comintern recognized 
this necessity and possibility. It was a very important recognition, 
especially the one according to which the fascist power was not 
an inevitable destiny; it could be prevented. 

The Congress had also recognized that the condition of the 
successful anti-fascist struggle is the creation of the working 
class unity front, and the particular class alliance — the anti¬ 
fascist people’s front. 

The aati-iasdst WMkers' aoltcd front 

The anti-fascist unity of action means that the Communist 
Party, the Social Democratic Party, the Trade Union, the whole 
masses led by these organizations as well as the unorganized 
masses of workers are united for the struggle against the fascist 
dictatorship. The first step was the unity of the Communist 
Parties, the Socialist Demorcatic Parties and the Trade Unions. 
For this unity of action, first they had to have agreed in principle 
that at the time of the danger of fascism the working class had 
got the task to safeguard the bourgeois democracy and in that 
particular case they had to cooperate with the socialist democrats 
And other anti-fascist forces. 

The successes of the anti-fascist struggles (in France and in 
Spain) contributed to determining the new strategy of the Com¬ 
munist Parties on the VII Congress of the Comintern in which 
the most important question was the anti-fascist movement and 
the creation of the working class umty of action. The main 
instruction of the VII Congress was that tte two parties of the 
working class had to be united. 

The united action front had to create its organization every¬ 
where. in the factories,. working districts, in different indmtrial 
districts, local and national centres. “The united action front 
is working to safeguard the political and economuc interests of 
the working classes, and to safeguard the class'from the rule of 
fascism. The task of the communists is to guide the masses as to 
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be douft to safegu&rd tbemsdves froin the. capitalist 
robbery, and ttte barbarism of fascism.” The Comintern not 
consider the unified action front only as a body of defence. It 
<si11e<1 upon the people to rise up indicated the possibility to 
create the umted front government through the action of the 
masses. 

The anti^fesdst pet^le's Croat policy 

The anti-fascist people’s front is a union created for the strug¬ 
gle against fascism — based on the unity of working class and 
containing the anti-fascist bourgeois and petty-bourgeois, peasant 
and intellectual elements, in order to prevent the fascist rule, or to 
destroy the existing fascist regime. The policy of the anti-fascist 
people’s front is a specific policy of alliance created for the strug¬ 
gle against fascism, in which under the leadership of the working 
class all the anti-fascist layers of the society can be found. 

The anti-fascist policy at the same time has got the support 
of anti-imperialism, because basically it is against the mono¬ 
polistic capital and its allies. So the policy of the people’s front — 
where it was not only considered as the means of stopping fascism 
—could be a new way to get closer to the socialist revolution, as 
it has happened during and after World War U, The anti-fascist 
people’s front policy could lead—as the VII Congress of Comin¬ 
tern stated — to the Government of the People’s Front 

The anti-fasdst people’s front government 

The anti-fascist People’s Front Government is not coming to 
exist through parliamentary combinations, but on the success of 
the active struggle against fascism in the circumstances, when 

the bourgeois government is unable to prevent its formation and 
when the working masses are coimng to action with sweeping 
powers a^inst fascism and reaction. 

This People’s Front policy which as worked out by the VII 
Congress of Comintern, and was developed after World War 
II is a very effective instrument in the hands of the working 
classes against the monopoly-capitalism even nowadays. With 
this policy the overwhelming majority of the inhabitants can be 
joined ag ainst the monopoly capitalism. 
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Fascism and then the anli*waf strug^ made it necesai^ 
for the communist movement to work out a new political tine. 
It was accomplished at the 7th Congress of the Communist In¬ 
ternational in 193S. As it is known the line of the anti-foscisU 
anti-imperialist people’s front was worked out there. The main 
factors of this policy of course are the anti-fascist struggle, 
organizational unity of all the concerned forces rallying them into 
a popular front led by the working class. The anti-fascist struggle 
aimed at not only sin^y defencing and regaining democracy 
but also at its further development. The struggle for democracy 
is connected with the fight against the war and for independence. 
Being aware of this, the 7th Congress emphasized that the new 
political line cannot be only anti-fascist and consequently anti^- 
imperialist. 

The popular front headed by the working class can.evolve 
into a new system and government which destroys the economic 
foundations of fascism and hence favourable conditions will be 
created for the struggle of the proletariat to aclueve socialism. 
Mooting the idea of the government of the popular front in 
connection with its future tasks, the 7th Congress worked out the 
possibility of a new way to the victory of the working class The 
report delivered by G. Dimitrov firmly took a position on the 
question of the way to the proleterian revolution; “ IS years ago 
V.I. Lenin called us to concentrate all our attention on the 
transition to proletarian revolution and on searching the several 
kinds of ways leading to it. It is possible that the government of 
the united popular front will be one of the most important 
transitional forms in many countries.” Concerning the concrete 
Way of transition, the Congress could nor give a definite reply. 
It stressed that although the draocratic change occurred as a 
result of the policy of the people’s front, will not free the labour 
as yet, the process should be finished by the socialist revolution. 
The concept of the struggle for democracy of a new type was, 
however, included in the strategic guidelines of the 7th Cong¬ 
ress. 

Petrie’s fniat OMveBMat tad latMaadst Mmggle 

Following the Congress of historical importance the people’s 
front movement gained momentum all over the world. The 
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conumudst parties in thKt struggle against &sosai and war piade 
efforts, first of all, for the creation of proletarian unity and a 
broad anti-fascist united fronton the basis of the former. These 
efforts had been successful in 1935-36 in many countries, for in¬ 
stance, in France at the initiative of the communists the federation 
of the democratic parties had been established in the be^nning 
of 1936, wluch adopted the joint programme. On the platform 
of this programme the French peojde’s front won the elections 
and a people’s front government was formed headed by the 
socialists, ^rayal by the socialists however prevented the 
implementation of a progressive anti-fascist programme contain¬ 
ing broad democratic aims. 

The people’s front policy gained outstanding successes in 
Spain.. The people’s front which had been found on the basis of 
a programme worked out by the Communist Party and accepted 
by all the democratic parties, won a decisive victory at the 1936 
elections. The new government implemented the items of the anti¬ 
fascist and anti-imperialist programme one by one. The Spanish 
fascists managed to prevent the complete victory of revolution 
and suppressed the freedom fight of the Spanish people led by 
the communists, with the effective cooperation of international 
imperialism, first of all the fascist Germany. In the struggle 
lasting 3 years, the communists were the recognized leaders of 
the Spanish people. Organizationally they got strong very much, 
their membership which was about 1000 in 1931 increased to 
300,000 by 1939. The all-out success of the Spanish people’s 
front policy unambiguously proved the accuracy of the strategic 
line worked out by the G^mintem and as a result of this the 
international worlds’ movement and the struggle for forming 
people’s fronts gained momentum. 

Following the break out of World War II by the Hitlerite 
fascists the struggle against fascism got closely connected with 
that of against the war, for defending independence. In the 
countries occupied by the fascists a broad resistance movement 
<mierged led by the communists. Imposing the war on the Soviet 
Union, formation of the anti-fascist coalitions gave even greater 
impetus to the resistance movenmnts which had already accom¬ 
plished great achievement by that time. 

Amongst the resistance movements of the European nations, 
the self-sacrificing patriotic struggles of the French and Italian 


101 



people were tlie most striking due to their iflq>ortaiMe and 
dimensions. The Ommninift Party of France mobilized the 
masses, first of all flie worida^ classes, against fascism and war. 
When the Germans occupiedthe country the Party organized an 
armed resistance movement, which fought with arms against 
the fascists. The French capital was liberated with the guidance 
of the communists as well. The French working class and its 
revolutionary party proved day by day that they are the most 
patriotic class and party of the nation. In the struggle against 
fascism and war broader and broader masses follcwol the party.. 
Its influence and organizational strength was increased by leaps 
and bounds, it became one of the decisive factors of the political 
life in France. 

In Italy the anti-fascist people^s front had already in the first 
period of the war achieved important successes. From the end 
of 1943 the fight against the It^ian fascism was combined with 
the armed struggle agaii^t the occupying fascist German troops. 
The Communist Party of Italy, which bad 4,000 members before 
the war and 1,700,000 when the war ended, organized an armed 
resistance. Its strength is shown by the fact that the partisan 
movement led by the communists had an army of almost half 
a million men. Several big towns were librrated by the partisan 
units. The Italian working class and its Marxist-Leninist party 
could share the power after the liberation on the basis of its 
outstanding role in the resistance movement. 

The anti-fascist popular front movement led by the communist 
parties, the political and armed struggle emerged in central and 
south-east Europe on the territories of the present people^s 
democratic countries as well and gained great achievements. 

In Albania the Communist Party was formed in the process 
of the armed resistance and struggle against Italian and German 
fascism. The liberating Albanian People’s Army, which drove 
out the fascists from the country was or^nized on the directives 
of the Party. 

In Bulgaria the anti-fascist anti-war force gathered in the 
Patriotic Peopde’s Front, which with the guidance of the com¬ 
munists prevented the monarcho-fasdsts forces from taking 
part in the war against the Soviet Union. On September 9, 1944 
the all-out armed uprising of the p^lgariaTi people overthrew 
the fascist government and thereby the road had bee n cleared for 
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establislimg a new people’s democratic systmn. In Crechol- 
lovalds, the working class fought the ocm^tion am^ from the 
very beginning. Under the guidance of the communists they 
sttoggled against fascism with, strikes, sabotages. In theautumA 
of 1944 the Slovakian people revolted against fascism. On 
May 5, 1945 the people of Prague cleared out the fascists from 
the capital in an armed struggle. In Poland during the days 
following the occupation a strong resistance movement was 
formed and consolidated. In the initiative of the communists 
the People’s Guard the most important armed organization of 
the resistadce movement led by the party was formed. Froiti 
the beginning of 1944 the National Council united the democratic 
and patriotic forces. Helped by the Soviet Union the Patriotic 
Union of Poland organized an effective army, which contributed 
a lot to the liberation of Poland. In Yugoslavia the communists 
organized the proletarian mass movement as early as 1941. There 
the people’s front movement achieved great successes even 
before the war. In the process of the armed resistance movement 
a strong people’s amry emerged which liberated Yugoslavia with 
its own strength. The popular front formed the People’s 
Liberation Council in the armed resistance war with the direction 
of the communists. It became the basis of the popxilar power all 
over Yugoslavia. 

The largest armed resistance movements from amongst the 
present people’s democratic countries emerged in Yugoslavia, 
Bulgaria and Albania. At the same time the people’s front policy 
and the resistance movement achieved successes of importance 
in Hungary, Germany and Rumania as well. The efforts of the 
communists succeeded in these countries too, on the basis of the 
workers* unity, people’s fronts were formed and aimed resistance 
movements started. In Rumania the communists initiated the 
anti-fascist uprising of August 23, 1944 which resulted in turning 
Rumania against its former ally, the fascist Germany. In 
Hungary the anti-fascist struggle was organized and directed by 
the communists as well and although in its dimensions it cannot 
be compared to the above movements, an armed resistance 
movement emerged in the last phase of the war. The Hungarian 
Front formed in 1944 showed the success of the people’s front 
policy. The most diflBcult conditions for the anti-fascist struggle 
of course existed in the fascist Germany. 
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. There were severe! reasons to wt^h..thB peqide-’e froitt 
policy was successful and the uiti'fasdst resistance movement 
«ould effectively emerge. They depended a lot on the situation 
in the respective countries, the balance of power betwett i the 
different classes, the strength of the financial oligarchy, the 
capability of the state apparatus, the behaviour of the petty 
bourgeoisie the position of political parties, the strength of the 
vrorking class movement, the influence of the communist parties 
and so on. Consequently there were relevant differences in the 
vastness and efficacy of tte struggle. Thh had naturally its impact 
•on the process-of the people's democratic revolution emerging 
from the anti-fascist and anti-war struggles. 

There were, however, general upects of this struggle applicable 
for all the countries. The most consistent organizers and leaders 
of the anti-fascist and anti-war struggles were the conununist 
parties. They subordinated their strategic aims to this struggle. 
Pn their initiative, as a result of their efforts people’s fronts and 
resistance movements emerged. The greatest number of sacrifices 
of this heroic struggle were made by them as well. Another 
common feature was the determining role of the working class. 
In the majority of the countries workers’ unity was achieved, 
which was the precondition and basis of the success of the people’s 
front policy. The working class constituted the decisive force 
in the armed resistance movement as well. During the anti¬ 
fascist struggle the workers’ and conununist movement gained 
a momentum as never experienced before. The influence of the 
communist parties increased rapidly. They became stronger 
organizationally as well and in this regard it became the strongest 
movement of the world. Their leading role did not cease in many 
countries after the defeat of fascism, it was effective during the 
people’s democratic revolution for the worker’s power. 

The external and internal conditions of the people’s democratic 
revolutions : 

The anti-fascist force led by the Soviet Union achieved a 
decisive victory over the forces of fascism. As a result of this 
victory ^ter the war the balance of power in the international 
relations changed radically and a more favourable situation 
emerged for the progressive forces as compared with the pre-war 
period. The forces of peace, democracy, progress and socialism 
gained strength to a great extent and had much greater influence 
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than ever before. On the other hand the forces of in^erialism 
noinly because of the defeat of fascism, became weaker and 
consequently b»d less impact on the development of international 
.situation than before. The main factor of the new international 
order were tlw increased strength of the Soviet Union and its 
great international prestige. 

The fact, that the socialist Soviet Union played a leading role 
in the elimination of fascism and emerged stronger from the 
war, itself had a favorable iniiuence on the democratic revolu¬ 
tionary movements. Besides this it was of special significance 
concerning the struggle of the popular domocratic forces that 
several countries, like Czechoslovakia, Poland, Rumania. 
Hungary and one part of Germany were liberated by the Soviet 
Army. The national revolutionary forces of Albania, Bulgaria 
and Yugoslavia liberated their countries with the help and 
military contribution of the Soviet Union. In all these countries 
liberation meant the elimination or weakening the foundation 
.of the old social system as well (that is the state apparatus the 
political and social mechanism of fascism). In Albania, Bulgaria 
and Yugoslavia, it was accomplished by the national liberating 
forces successfully. 

The Soviet Union, however, not only liberated most of the 
above countries but rendered important moral, political and 
material help to the people’s democartic forces in tlidr successful 
struggle. 

In the last phase of the war and following it revolutionary 
situation emerged in several other countries, but the actual 
revolution was prevented by the occupying empcrialist armies. 
The revolutionary movements of the Westem-Europcan countries 
weakening of the bourgeois positions, participation of the 
communist parties in some governments promoted in an objective 
way the struggle of the people’s democratic forces. The same 
apj^ies for the national liberation movements gaining more and 
more strength. Summing up it may be stated that the external 
conditions had a favourable infiuence on the development of the 
people’s democratic revolutions. 

The external conditions, however much favourable, are not 
sufficient in themselves for starting revolutions and for their 
victories. The existence of the internal conditions has a primary 
lOle in the development and victory of every revolutionary 
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IHOcesa. In the countries mentioned above the necessary internal 
conditions of the revolution had been formed, with diffmaDt 
timing and intensity. During the years of tlM world war the policy 
of the ruling classes came to a crisis, and the defeat of fascism 
meant the defeat ofthe big cajNtal as well. It was already pointed 
out at discussions on the anti-fascist struggle, that the discontent 
of the poor, working masses reached an extreme points due to 
fascist dictatorslup, misery and suffering in the war. It was 
expressed in strikes, factions of sabotage and armed resistance 
movements. In the process of this struggle the working classes 
became organized, their strength increased. First of ill that was 
the reason for the emergence of the revolutionary situation. 
It was of course parallel with the emergence of the subjective 
condition, amongst which the most important was the leading 
position of the working class and the communist parties. This 
was the reason why the anti-fascist movement turned into people's 
democratic revolution in these countries. 

Similarly to the external conditions of the revolution the internal 
ones were generally identical, because of the idential communist 
line of the anti-fascist struggle and the identical tasks to be 
tackled. The direct tasks were mainly connected withdemocracy. 
The anti-fascist, anti-feudal and anti-imperialist tasks had also 
to be solved. It was mentioned in discussions on the external 
conditions that there were distinctions besides the identical features. 
More so in the case of the internal factors of revolution. It is 
very natural since the internal situation of the people's demo¬ 
cratic countries differed significantly. The peculiarities were 
already expressed in the forms of the resistance movements. 
There were relevant difference in the level of development 
of these countries, they were agrarian-industrial countries except 
Czechoslovakia and Germany, but within this category there 
were many special features in the composition and position 
of the ruling classes, the strength of bourgeoisie, the dimensions 
and form of exploitation, the balance of power of the parties and 
so on. Beside these existing peculiarities, the common features 
bad their influence on the creation of the internal conditions 
of the revolution and the whole people’s democratic transition. 

It is also very important to mention here that fascism is not 
a matter of lustory for the mankind. The signs of the neo-fascism 
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are showing that this cniel social system is a real dtn^ even 
in our days. 

The struggle a^ost this neo-fascism and the ideological and 
practical experiences of the people’s from policy can be success¬ 
fully used in our age too. That is why it is necessary to know 
the class characteristics of fascism, the social basis of it and the 
soil on which it can exist. 




Soda] Transfoimations ia Bulgaria After 
the Victoiy over Fascism (194^1975) 


Prof. VassU Ivanof 
A Bulgarian Scholar 

Thirty years have passed since the great victory oi the Soviet 
Union and the other democratic countries over Nazi Germany 
and imperialist Japan, a victory which brought freedom to many 
peoples in the world. It also marked a turning point in the develop* 
ment of progressive mankind and ushered in a process of deep* 
going revolutionary transformations in a number of countries. 
Victory over fascism started Bulgaria on the course of socialist 
development. For over 30 years now the country Ims been follow¬ 
ing this new course of development. Compared to the millennia- 
long history of mankind this is only a short span of time, yet it is 
unprecedented in the entire Bulgarian history for the signi¬ 
ficance of its achievements. 

“There are no other 30 years in the 13-centuries-long history of 
Bulgaria,” said Comrade Todor Zhivkov, First Secretary of the 
Central Committee of the Bulgarian Communist Party and 
President of the State Council of the People’s Republic of Bulgaria, 
*‘which could compare to the 30 years after September 9, 1944. 
both in the scope and depth of the changes effect^ in the life of the 
country and in the prospects that have opened before it.”* 

The impressive progress which Bulgaria has made during 
these 30 years is most eloquently illustrated by the balance-sheet 
of past achievements and the future tasks fadng the country. 

Victory over fasdam — a mala prerequiste for the 
profonid revolarioaary traasformatioas in Ngaria 

The popular armed uprising carried out in Bul^ria on Septem¬ 
ber 9, 1944 put an end to Nazi domination and toppled down 

*Todor Zhivkov, ThirQr y«an Since the Victory oi the Sodaliit Rev> 
lutkn in Bulaaria. Sofia, BCP PubUduag House. 1974. p J 
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£uet8t dictatorship. The tqirising came out victorious through 
the dedsive assistance of the Soviet Army which by that time was 
already performing its liberating mission in Bulgaria. The 
uprising was the logical last stage in the hard decades-long struggles 
of the Bulgarian people against fascism and reaction anri of 
the broad resistance movement during the war years. 

The victory of the September 9 uprising brought into effect, 
above all. a crucial change in the type of government because it 
had swept away fascist dictatorship and had replaced it by a govern¬ 
ment of the people, i.e., the working class in alliance with the 
toiling peasants, the people’s intelligentsia and other democratic 
strata of Bulgarian society. The Fatherland Front, as the most 
numerous patriotic organization, rallied all progressive and 
democratic forces in the country. The Bulgarian Communist 
Party w.as the vanguard force which enjoyed great prestige and 
miss following among the people owing to its consistent and 
dedicated struggles against fascism. 

The Bulgarian Agrarian Party, a loyal ally to the Communist 
Party, and the other democratic parties were also taking an ever 
more active part in the Fatherland Front and the country's admini¬ 
stration. 

The government of the Fatherland Front launched a mobili¬ 
zation campaign among the people and the army for the successful 
termination of the Patriotic War against Nazi Germany, for the 
utter defeat of fascism and its vestiges in Bulgaria, for unmasking 
and eliminating the reactionary bourgeois opposition which 
had made it its purpose to place the country under the domination 
of Anglo-American imperialism. 

The people’s rule was progressively strengthening its positions. 
Free democratic elections were held for a Grand National Assembly 
which approved the new Bulgarian Constitution. The government 
was headed by the great revolutionary and anti-fascist fighter 
Georgi Dimitrov, the leader of the Bulgarian Communist Party. 
Later on the people’s councils were set upas local bodies of people’s 
rule. 

A free hand was given to the development of the working 
people’s public organizations, such as the Fatherland Front, the 
trade unions, the democratic youth league, the cultural unions 
of the intelligentsia, etc. AU Bulgarian citizens gained genuine 
democMrip rights and freedoms, the equality of the sexes was 
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4 piara&tfied and the youth offered nnrwtricted opportoniUes for 
cultural imi^ovemeQt aud political enlightenment. In the voy 
&st years after the victory over fascism, the people’s government 
adopted the necessary measures to curb big cental and improve 
the working people’s material conditions. The state ajf^ratus, 
the army, the courts and the prosecutor’s office were re>organized 
along democratic lines. 

The moral and political unity of the nation being promoted 
in the name of freedom and the country’s prosperity. The working 
people in town and countryside, especially the youth, joined with 
great enthusiasm the nation-wide socialist labour emulation. 

People’s democracy in Bulgaria, as a new form of'proletarian 
dictatorship, was consistently strengthened and perfected. It 
embodied the interests of all working people and ensured the 
country's progressive and democratic development. 

Yet, the process of deep revolutionary transformations could 
not possibly be kept within the limits of socio-political relations 
only. There was an imperative need for doing away with capitalism 
and capitalist exploitation, of carrying out deep-going econonuc 
eransformations and of laying the beginning of socialist construc¬ 
tion. 

Oeorgi Dimitrov pointed out that it would not be possible to 
stamp out fascism and embark on a new road of development 
unless capitalism, too, is done away with- It was therefore necessary, 
he said, to “eradicate the capitalist system and to make a 
transition to socialism".* 

This was a historic task the in^ementation of wtucb called for 
the joint efforts of the whole nation. To this end the Bulgarian 
‘Communist Party and the Fatheriand Front continued even more 
persistently their policy of uniting all progressive and democratic 
forces — communists, agrarians and non-Party people. 

'Sodo-ecoaondc and class raorgauizatloa 
of Bolgariaa sod^ 

A large numbo* of initiatives for the socio-economic trans¬ 
formation of Bulgarian society were put in hand in the very first 

*Sw O. Dimitrov, effected Worics, Sofia, BCP PubliriiiDf Hoiue, 1955, 
voL 14, p. 274 
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yean after victory oy« fascism. The more impwtant among 
-tbem were: ban on monopoly; confiscation of the property of 
the fascist criminals and of all property acquired by i^ofiteering 
and other unlawful means; state numopoly <m tobacco and 
on alcoholic drinks; nationalisation of insurance; the land 
reform. 

Yet the nationalization of the capitalist industries and bankSi 
held late in 1947, was the chief instrument of carrying through a 
tadical economic reconstruction of society. The people's demo* 
cratic state expropriated and became the owner of over 6,000 
enterprises, 2,000 of them with a national significance. A series 
of related* measures followed suit somewhat later, namely 
the expropriation of large urban real estate, monopoly on oU 
products, expropriation of the film-making equipment and the 
private cinema halls, of book printing, nationalization of cargo 
ships, etc. 

The nationalization of capitalist enterprises and banks solved the 
main problem of the economic reorganization of Bulgarian society 
-* it did away with capitalism and laid the foundations of socialist 
economy. In this way the reactionary capitalist forces in the coimtry 
were divested of their economicpower and influence, while people’s 
rule was economically reinforced. 

The socialist reconstruction of Bulgarian agriculture sms carried 
out in a different way. In view of the fact that the overwhelming 
majority of the rural population w^epoor and middling peasants, 
it was considered most expedient to collectivize the land and 
set up cooperative farms. The peasants pooled their land in them 
while preserving their right of ownership over it. 

The Bulgarian peasants joined the cooperative farms en masse. 
Thus the capitalist elements and exploitation in agricultural labour 
were done away with. 

The profound socio-economic transformations brought about 
radical changes in the class structure of Bulgarian society. The 
of capitalist exploiters no longer ousted. The working class 
became the leading factor and it steadily grew in numbers. The 
of the cooperative fanners took the place of former private 
holders. A socialist intelligentsia emerged. 

The foUowing table iUustrates the socio-class changes which 
took pjace in Bulgaria in the years of people’s government. 



1946 1996 


1965 197f 


le Popiditiai 

100 

(lD%) 

100 

100 

100 

2. Fieloiyw^cen 

19 

29 

42 

45 

3. CoeportCivo hrom 


36 

37.2 

31.3 

4* IHnnutti 0ttUi4tttkc coopoftive 
ftrau 

65 

16 



5. WMtxoUaf worittCT 

7 

U 

17 

22.4 

6. Craltimen cooperative membert 

3 

11 

21 


7. Other eocttikyen 

i 

3.3 

1.6 

11 


In absolute figures this means that the total number of factory 
and white-collar wortos was 629^04 in 1948, 1,262.000 in 1956, 
2,196,000 in 1965 and 3,273,000 in 1973 • The group of white- 
collar workers included all specialists mth higher and secondary 
education who constitute the btdk of the intelligentsia. Their 
number was 625,000 in 1973 as against 186,000 in 1957. 

The figures show that the working class and the intelligentsia 
are growing in number and, taken as a whole, make up the over¬ 
whelming majority of the Bulgarian population. 

Adifferent mechanism of quantitative changes has been working 
in the countryside. As a result of the formation of cooperative 
farms and the mechanization and electrification of farming, the 
number of cooperative fanners has beendiminishing->a number of 
them were employed in industrial urban areas. A natural pheno¬ 
menon related with the country’s progressive social de^'elopment. 

Sodalist developiMt of Bulgaria’s eadoail economy 

The 30 years of people's rule have witnessed proformd changes 
in all spheres of life but they have been most stupendous in econo¬ 
my. The socialist way ot production guaranteed the development 
of economy at previously unknown rates. The successes which 
Bulgaria scored were a^o made possible by the assistance rendered 
it by the Soviet Union and the other soct^st countries, in setting 
up and developing new industries and in building and operating 
its largest and most modem enterprises. 

* Staditkal Year-book, oftbePeo^t Republic of Bu]itfiaS(£a,N»oiik^ 
Izlmiitvo Publishini House, 1974, p. 62 
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Today the total value of {voduction funds amounts to over, 
38,000 million leva, i.e., several times greater than that undet capital¬ 
ism. The 1973 g.n.p. and national income are respectively 12 and 
7.4 times bigger than those of 1939.* 

Industry provides the most eloquent comparisons. The total 
industrial production in 1973 increased 47 times over that of 
1939. The most rapid rates of development are characteristic of 
those branches which depend most closely on the latest achieve^ 
ments in science and, therefore, have a key position in the national 
economy. Thus,forexample.theproduction ofthermalandelectric 
power over the same period increased 75 times, of ferrous metals 
— 536 times, of the engineering and metal-processing industry — 
537 times, of the chemical and rubber industry — 257 times, etc.* 

Collectivization of fanning, its systematic mechanization and 
intensification ensured rapid and stable rates in the increase of 
agricultural output. It rose to 258 per cent in comparison with., 
1939 and the average yields of the most important crops marked a 
several-foldrise. In 1939thecountry'saveragewheatyieldsamount^ 
edto 1,310 lcgpcrha,and in I972thcy reached 3,730 kg. Over the 
same period maize yields rose from 1.360 kg to 4,300 kg per ha.. 

The setting up of the large agro-industrial complexes, which, 
facilitate closer integration between industry and agriculture, 
further boosted the development of agriculture. 

The other branches of the national economy — transport,., 
construction, trade, communal services, etc., have also developed 
rapidly. 

The country's economic face has considerably changed as a result:, 
of broad socialist construction. Capitalist and fascist Bulgaria, 
was a backward agricultural state. Today it is a country with a 
developed modern industry and up-to-date agriculture. Industry 
now accounts for 64 per cent of the gross national product and 52‘ 
per cent of the national income. 

Raising the people’s living and cultnral standards 

The radical social changes in Bulgaria weie carried out in 
the name of a great and noble goal — to ensure the progressive- 
development of society, to constarrtly increase the working people’s- 

• Sutistical Year-book of the People’s R^blic of Bulgaria, p.l06. 
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prosperity and to develop the individual’s potentials. This is the 
profound meaning of socialism and of the effect^l reforms. 

‘‘Forthehrst time in the history ofBulgaria.’'readsthe Programme 
of the Bulgarian Communist Party, adopted by its Tenth Congress 
tn 1971, socialism established conditions in which the material 
and cultural wealth belongs to those who create it and serve the 
whole society. Man is the principal concern of the Party, the 
meaning and content of its policy. The intensified development of 
the productive forces, the perfection of production relations and 
the struggle for all-round social progress are wholly subordinated to 
the motto : “Everything in the name of Man, everything for 
the well-being of Man.”* 

With the victory of socialism, the working people became the 
masters of the country's riches. Doing away with exploitation, 
socialism made them their own masters, lliey became aware of 
the fact that they were now working for themselves and for their 
country. This is the main, inexhaustible source of the power and 
vitality of the socialist society, of the high consciousness and 
labour enthusiasm of the woikers and farmers, the intelligentsia 
and the youth. 

The fact that unemployment and economic crises were completely 
done away with was of tremendous importance for the success¬ 
ful socialist construction and the systematic raising of the people’s 
living standards. During the past 30 years, these grim phenomena 
of the capitalist world have been unknown to modern Bulgaria. 
The young people of present-day Bulgaria learn about them from 
the books, the press, radio and television. Today there is no 
unemployment in this country and in some important branches of 
the national economy there is even a shortage of manpower. 

Tbeprincipallawgovemingsocialistdevelopmentjs to constantly 
raise the living and cultural standards of the people. During 
the past 30 years, this law-governed process has been manifested in 
many directions —< in the systematic increase of the working 
people’s real incomes, in the improvement of their housing and 
working conditions, transport, trade, public and other services, in 
the production of greater quantities of high-quality consumer 
;goods, in raising the level of culture, qtialifications and education 
>of the population. 

* Programme of the Bulgarian Communist Party, Sofia, BCP Publishing 
Mouse, 1971, p. 68. 
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Here it is impossible to examine all aspects of the people’s well¬ 
being. That is why we shall only dwell on the most important ones. 
The constant raising of the working people’s living standards comes 
first. Thus, for example, in 1973theaverageannualsalary wentup 
to 344 per cent in comparison with 1948, and the farmers* incomes 
to248 per cent in comparison with I960. The real per capita income 
has risen to 355 per cent as compared with 1952. 

A large part of the national income is placed at the disposal of 
the working people through the public consumption funds. In 
1972 these funds rose to 997.3 per cent in comparison with 1952. 

The changes effected In the household budgets of the different 
social groups in the country are an important indicator of the 
higher living standards. Every year, Bulgarian statisticians carry 
out research on these changes, and compile abundant data illustrat¬ 
ing the principal tendencies of development. 

While in 1962 the average family income amounted to 1,799 
leva, in 1973 it rose to 3,726 leva, and the average per capita income 
increased from 487 to 1,107 leva. Today the average working 
class family income amounts to 3,650 leva, of a family of white- 
collar workers to 3,841 leva and of a farmers’ family to 3,787 
leva. The family expenditures for household purposes, for enter¬ 
tainment and recreation, for purchasing durable goods and food¬ 
stuffs, etc., are constantly growing. 

The improvement of housingconditions is a major social problem 
which is of great importance for the people’s living standards. 
That is why it is given priority in the social policy of the Party 
and the state. Housing construction has been stepped up in recent 
years. In 1965 there were 12,430sqmoffloorspacepervery 1,000 
people. In 1972 it rose to more than 14,000 sqm. In 1974 alone, 
44,500 dwellings were built. 

The pensioning system in Bulgaria is being further perfected. 
The total number of pensioners is 1,759,000 (out of a population of 
8.600,000), the average annual amount of one pension being 451 
leva. Pensions are provided for factory and office workers as well 
as cooperative farmers. 

Education plays an extremely important role in raising the 
cultural standards of the population. The Bulgarian people have 
always had great respect for education. That is why even in the 
past it was well developed. It was under people’s rule, however, 
that significant educational changes were effected. Illiteracy 
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was completely done away with and the number of people with 
elementary, secondary and higher education sharply increased. 
This made it possible to pass on to compulsory secondary educa* 
tion which is now being introduced. During the 1939-1940 aca¬ 
demic year there were 1,072.250 students in Bulgaria and during the 
year 1973-1974 their number rose to 1,500,000. Over that period 
the number of university students alone rose from 10,149 to 106,000. 
Comparative data show that in Bul^ria there are 122 university 
students per every 10,000 citizens. 

Science, culture and the arts are developing at rapid rates. 
The mass media, lilm-making. the theatre and book publishing 
were further promoted. 

The introduction of a five-day worWng week has been of tremen¬ 
dous importance for the working people. It provides better 
conditions for recreation and cultural development. 

Bulgaria along the road of boUding a developed socialist society 

The victory of the September 9 popular uprising in 1944 did away 
with fascism and paved the way for Bulgaria’s transition from 
capitalism to socialism. During this period the country’s socio¬ 
economic, class and cultural reorganization was carried out and the 
foundations of socialism were laid down. Conditions were thus, 
created for the transition to the construction of the developed 
socialist society, which is now underway in Bulgaria. 

The mature socialist society is the highest and final stage in the 
development of socialism as the first phase of the communist 
socio-economic formation. During that 5 >eriod the material 
and technical foundations of the new society are being constructed, 
the socialist public relations perfected, cultiue promoted and 
the people's living standards further raised. 

Integration between the socialist countries, the all-round 
mutual assistance and cooperation between them are now gaming 
still greater significance. The fraternal friendship with the Soviet 
Union as one of the most important conditions for the construction 
of the developed socialist society in Bulgaria is entering a new 
stage of development. 

Important social transformations are now being effected on the 
basis of the socialist mode of production and as a result of the 
development oftbescientificandtechnicalrevolutionattbepresent 
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stage of the country’s developraenl. Here are some of them : 

The law-govemed process of bridging the gap between classes 
and social groups is being still further accelerated, owing to the 
fact that the two forms of public ownership—state and cooperative, 
are being brought closer together and the labour, incomes, way of 
life, education and culture of workers and farmers levelled out. 

The process of surmounting the existing differences between 
town and villages as well as those between manual and intellectual 
workers is being intensified. 

The socio-political and ideological unity of the people is being 
constantly consolidated on this very basis. 

The combination of the advantages of socialism with the achieve¬ 
ments of the scientific and technical revolution creates conditions 
for further raising the people’s living and cultural standards. 
More than two years ago, the Central Committee of the Bulgarian 
Communist Party adopted a broad and comprehensive programme 
for the well-being of the working people. The main concern of the 
programme is Man and his all-round, constantly and rapidly 
growing material and cultural needs. It is now being successfully 
fulfilled. 

Democracy is being further perfected during the construction of 
the developed socialist society. The new Constitution was adopted 
in 1971. Itprovidedthenecessarylegaifoundationsforthisprocess. 
The working people and their organizations take a still more 
active part in the country’s management. The rights of the 
people’s councils, the workforces and of all citizens arc being 
further expanded. The Party and state policy is dictated by the 
interests and aspirations of the whole society. 


The great historic victory over fascism marked the beginning 
of a new era in Bulgaria’s development. The balance-sheet of 
the past 30 years shows that this victory opened up opportunities 
for profound social transformations and guaranteed the triumph 
of socialism in Bulgaria. 


117 



Soviet Victory in the Second World War 
and the 

Indian Struggle for Independence 


By Prof. Bimal Prosad 

Stchool for International Studies, 
Jawaharlal Nehru University, New Delhi 

It is well known that the Second World War gave a great 
push to the Indian struggle for independence. Even during 
the war the Indian people had valiantly continued their struggle. 
After the war ended with the great Soviet victory on the hordes 
of fascism and Nazism, this struggles reached new heights. 
The country was seething with industrial unrest and political 
consciousness had reached all sections of the youth, the rural 
masses and even the armed forces. 

The most spectacular event which illustrated the weakening 
of the British hold on Indian armed forces was the strike of the 
Indian personnel of the Royal Indian Navy stationed in Bombay 
which began on February 18, 1946, in protest against what 
their strilm committee described as untold hardships regarding 
pay and food and the most outrageous social discrimination. 
Sympathetic strikes by Indian naval personnel occurred in Karachi 
Delhi, Madras and Calcutta. At some places the personnel of the 
Royal Indian Air Force also joined, and at least at one centre 
Indian soldiers as well. In the meanwhile, however, the people 
of Bombay came out in large numbers and staged a 
massive demonstration in support of the sailors. There took 
place several clashes between the British troops and demonstrators 
resulting in the death of over two hundred persons and injury 
to about a thousand. 

Even before the strike in the Royal Indian Navy, which 
became famous as the naval mutiny, the then British Viceroy 
in India, Lord Wavell, had warned the Cabinet in London that 
it would be unwise to depend on the Indian armed forces to 
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suppress the Indian people. It is obvious that the strike of the 
sailors must have confirmed this impression. The strike began 
on February 18, 1946. On February 19 came the announcement 
about the despatch of a British Cabinet Mission to India. 

Lord Patrick Lawrence, the Secretary of State for India, in 
the House of Lords and Prime Minister Clement Attlee in the 
House of Commons, announed that the British Government had 
decided to send out to India a special mission consisting of three 
Cabinet Ministers with a view to holding discussions with the 
Indian leaders for the transfer of power. On March 15, 194& 
Attlee explained at length the backgrotmd of the decision tO' 
send the Cabinet Mission. India, he declared, was in a state 
of great tension. That was a critical moment. The idea of national* 
ism was running very fast in India, as indeed all over Asia, and 
bad also affected the Indian armed forces. The temperature of 
1946, he further emphasised, was not the temperature of 1920, 
1930 or even 1942, and urgent steps were called for in order to 
deal with the situation. 

The Cabinet Mission arrived in Delhi on March 24, 1947, 
and after a week’s preliminary discussions with the Viceroy, 
started negotiations with the Indian leaders. This is not the place 
to go into the intricate web of these negotiations. It will stiffice 
for our purpose here to mention that the achievement of in¬ 
dependence could not be long delayed. A preliminary step 
was taken in this direction on September 2, 1946, with the 
installation of an Interim National Government with Jawaharlal 
Nehru as its Vice-President, the Viceroy himself continuing as 
President. The process was completed on August 15,1947, when 
India emerged as a fully independent country, though losing in 
the process a few provinces which were constituted into a separate 
state called Pakistan. 


n 

To any intelligent observer of the historical process it should 
be clear that one of the most important factors behind this speedy 
transfer of power was the great Soviet victory in the Second 
World War. For one of the outstanding results of the war was 
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the emergence of the Soviet Union as a great power. The strategic 
position of the Soviet Union in close proximity to India could 
not but cause concern to the British regarding the future of their 
empire here. Ever since the Great October Socialist Revolution 
<1917) under the leadership of Lenin the British had been con* 
tinuously apprehensive about the spread of Soviet ideology in 
India. They had good grounds for this apprehension, as the 
Indian people had felt increasingly drawn towards the Soviet 
Union and had begun to look upon it as a bastion of freedom 
and peace. The British opposition to the Soviet regime and their 
continuous propaganda against it in India further lengthened 
the position of the Soviet Union in Indian eyes as an opponent 
of imperialism. This trend, although present since 1917, had 
ibecome particularly marked since 1927 when Nehru participated 
iin the deliberations of the Congress of Oppressed Nationalities 
held at Brussels and visited the Soviet Union just after the tenth 
anniversary of the October Revolution. On his return to India 
he wrote of his fascination for “that strange Eurasian country, 
where workers and peasants sit on the throne of the mighty” 
and emphasized that in their own self-interest the Indian people 
must understand the new forces operating in Russia. This feeling 
of a special bond with the Soviet Union as an anti*imperialist 
country comes out clearly in these words noted in coure of a 
-speech in 1928 : "And Russia, what of her? An outcaste like 
us from nations and much slandered and often erring. But in 
-spite of mistakes, she stands today as the greatest opponent of 
imperialism and her record with the nations of the East has been 
just and generous.” In his presidential address to the annual 
Congress session held in April 1937, he boldly declared : 

Then we see the world divided into two vast groups 
today — the imperialist and the fascist on one side, the 
socialist and nationalist on the other...if we keep it in mind, 
it will be easier for us to understand world conditions and 
our place in them. Where do we stand then, we who labour 
for free India? Inevitably we take our stand with the pro¬ 
gressive forces of the world which are ranged against fascism 
and imperialism. 

The Congress followed the lead given by Nehru, and between 
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i936 and 1939, extended its sympathy and support to all victims 
of fascism and imperialism in Abyssinia, Spain, China, Palestine 
^Arabs) and Czechoslovakia. Implicit in all this was a strong 
support for the international line being followed by the Soviet 
Union which was generally considered to be the leader of the 
progressive forces in the world in their fight against imperialism 
and fascism. The foreign policy of the Soviet Union, Nehru 
wrote in 1939, on the eve of the outbreak of the Second World 
War, had been consistently one of peace and, unlike that of 
Britain and France, of fulfilling international obligations and 
supporting the cause of democracy abroad. The Soviet Union 
stood as the one real and effective bulwark against fascism in 
Europe and Asia. Without it. fascist reaction would triumph 
everywhere and democracy and freedom become dreams of 
yesterday. 

When Hitler launched his attack on the Soviet Union in the 
summer of 1941, most of the Congress leaders, including Nehru, 
were in prison. However, there was never any doubt as to where 
their sympathies lay and indeed Nehru took the first opportunity 
after his release from prison in Elecember 1941 to laud ihe heroic 
Struve of the Soviet people. The Congress Working Committee, 
at its meeting in the last week of December 1941, formally adopted 
a resolution expressing its sympathy with the Soviet Union. 
That country, the resolution decleared, had stood for certain 
human, cultural and social values which were of great importance 
to the growth and progress of humanity, and it would be a tragedy 
if the cataclysm of war involved the destruction of that endeavour 
and achievement. Proceeding further it admired the astonishing 
self-sacrifice and heroic courage of the Soviet people in the defence 
of their country and feedoras, and conveyed its warm sympathy 
to them. 

When all efforts to reach a settlement with the British Govern¬ 
ment failed due to latter’s obduracy, the Congress felt compelled 
to sanction the launching of a mass movement for the immediate 
termination of British rule under the famous “Quit India” re¬ 
solution of August 8,1942. On that occasion it again took care 
to convey to the Soviet people its dismay at the worsening situa¬ 
tion on their front and its high appreciation of their heroism 
in defence of their freedom and affirmed that it was anxious 
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not to do anything which might embarrass their defensive ^ort 
in any way. 

ni 

The deep Indian interest in the Soviet Union’s struggles and 
achievements was primarily bas^ on the susumption that the 
growth in its power and influence in the world was bound to 
sound the death-knell of imperialism and prepare the inter¬ 
national background for the achievement of India’s independence. 
That this assumption rested on firm foundations is proved by the 
consistent Soviet interest in India’s independence. The plight 
of India under British rule figured prominently in the thoughts 
of Lenin, the greatest leader of the Russian people. Indeed his 
first reference to India dates as far back as December 1900 
when the first issue of Iskro was brought out. In his famous 
article entitled “Inflammable Material in World Politics’’, publish¬ 
ed in 1908, Lenin made a pointed reference to conditions in 
India and strongly condemned the British policy of repression. 
“There is no end,’’ he wrote, “to acts of violence and plunder 
which goes under the name of the British system of government 
in India. Nowhere in the world ^ with the exception, of course, 
of Russia — will you find suchabject mass poverty, such chronic 
starvation among the people.’’ On the other hand, Lenin grasped 
the significance of the demonstrations staged by the industrial 
workers of Bombay to voice their protest against the imprison¬ 
ment of Tilak and made a categorical forecast that “The Russian- 
style British regime in India is doomedExpressing his solidarity 
with the struggles of the Asian peoples for freedom he remarked: 
“The class-conscious European worker now has comrades in 
Asia, and their number will grow by leaps and bounds.” 

It was this feeling of solidarity with Asian countries that 
determined Soviet pohcy towards India after the Great October 
Socialist Revolution of 1917. The Decree on I^ce drafted by 
Lenin and adopted on November 8, 1917, the very next day 
after the seizure of power, contained a significant message for 
all countries of the world under foreign yoke. D«laring that the 
wai^weary world required immediate peace without annexation 
or seizure of foreign territory and without indemnities, it went 
on to define the former in such a way as to make the new prindple 
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uaiversaily applicable, without any distinction either between 
territories al^dy under foreign tide and those to be freshly- 
acquired, or between Europe and the rest of the world. 

A direct appeal to the peoples of Asia, inhabiting the lands 
south of the ^viet Republic, was issued by the Council of the 
People’s Conunissars on December 3,1917. Famous as “Appeal 
to the Muslim Toilers of Russia and the East”, it called upon 
the “Persians, Turks, Arabs and Hindus” to lose no lime in throw¬ 
ing off the yoke of the oppressors and making themselves masters 
in their own lands. In June 1918, the National Commissariat 
for Foreign Affairs of the Soviet Republic issued a Blue Bock 
on India. In its introduction the editor observed: “We Russian 
Revolutionaries and International Socialists, feel it our duty 
not only to rqoice at the annoimcement of a revolution in India 
but to support this revolution by direct or indirect means and 
with all our power.” 

There can be absolutely no doubt that these utterances truly 
reflected the policy of the Soviet Republic. This is confirmed by 
the fact that in spite of his numerous preoccupations as head of 
the new state, with its very survival at stake because of massive 
foreign intervention, Lenin found time to receive Indian re¬ 
volutionaries and to convey to them personally the keen interest 
of the Soviet state in the cause of Indian freedom. Lenin con¬ 
tinued to maintain this interest as long as he lived. 

The successors of Lenin continued to follow the tradition 
set by him and evinced keen interest in the Indian struggle for 
freedom. Beginning with late ’30s a keener Soviet interest 
in the Indian nationalist movement bagan to emerge. Thus an 
article by Freier, published early in 1937. hailed the su^^f 
the Congress in the first elections under the Act of 1935. The 
election results,” he wrote, “clearly show that the Indian Narional 
Congress has the support of all anti-imperialist forc« and it has 
emerged as a mass anti-imperialist organization in the country. 

IV 


The Soviet interest in Indian independence continued unabat^ 
during the period of the Second World War Just ^ 

afterhsoutbreaktheauthoriUtiveSovietjom^nal. ^ 

.nd World Politics, referred to the Indian National Congress as 
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the “mass anti-imperialist or^ization of the Indian people... 
leading all organs in the anti-imperialist struggle”. 

With the invasion of their land by Nazi Germany in 1941, 
the Soviet people were completely engrossed in a grim struggle 
for their very survival. It is not, therefore, surprising that they 
could not pay too much attention to the political sitiution in 
India during the remaining years of the war. It is, however, 
symbolic of their continuing interest in the cause of Indian freedom 
that they did not remain silent on that issue even during those 
darkdays. Towardstheendof 1942, for instance, IVorldEconomy 
and World Politics published an article by Melman surveying 
the political developments in India “then” including the “Quit 
India” movement and its suppression. The author recognized 
the anti-fascist stand of the Indian people, thus exposing the 
British propaganda which characterized that movement as pro- 
Japanese, and went on to plead for ending the political deadlock 
with a view to securing the full mobilization of India’s resources 
for the war effort. As he put it: “The anti-fascist mood in India 
is undoubtedly very strong; this is a great helping factor for 
mobilizing the might and strength of India for the fignt against 
the fascist aggressors. The question of participation of India 
is of great significance. Hence the regulari 2 »tion of Anglo- 
Indian relations is of great significance at the present time.” 


The continuing Soviet interest in Indian independence could 
not have been hidden from the British authorities just as they 
were not hidden from the leaders of the Indian freedom move¬ 
ment. Neither side was, therefore, surprised when even before 
the close of the war the Soviet Foreign Minister took the opportu¬ 
nity, at the San Francisco Conference of the United Nations 
in May 1946, to restate the Soviet position on India in clear 
and unambiguous terms. “We have at this conference,” he 
observed, “an Indian delegation, but India is not an independent 
state. We know that the time will come when the voice of an 
independent India will be heard too.” When after the end of the 
war negotiations started between the representatives of the 
British Government and the Indian leaders, Soviet journals and 
newspapers published several articles pointing out the inadequacies 
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of iht British proposal and plead isg for the imniediate grant 
of independence to India without any division of the country. 

Thus PravdOy writing on the Cabinet Mission*s Scheme on July 
15, 1946, remarked : “Behind the velvet curtain in India, the 
people are demandingtbe independence which has been repeatedly 
promised. The British Government Mission despatched to 
India came with a plan treating all possible questions except the 
basic one, the withdrawal of British troops from India. Divide 
and rule is one of the most common methods behind the velvet 
curtain.’* In another article published in the New Times in 
December J946, the eminent Soviet Indologist, Dyakov. observed: 
“Only the granting of full independence to India can guarantee 
the settlement of the internal-antagonism.” 

VI 

Now any serious student of intematjonal politics, taking into 
account the position of the Soviet Union at the end of the Second 
World War and also its geographical location in close proximity 
to India, can easily realize that repeated expression of Soviet 
interest in India’s independence could not be completely ignored 
by the makers of British policy. Nor could their significance be 
underestimated by the Indian leaders, including as they did witha 
man like Nehru, who had such a firm grasp over the international 
politics. That Nehru fully realized the significance of the Soviet 
stand on the issue of India’s independence comes out clearly 
in his comments on President Truman’s Navy Day Address of 
October 27. 1945. While welcoming Truman’s declaration that 
the United States stood for the freedom of all dependent peoples, 
Nehru drew sharp contrast between the US and Soviet attitudes 
on this subject and clearly stated that India would remember 
this when formulating its own policy towards the two countries. 
Indians realized fully, he affirmed, that Indian freedom would 
be won by India’s own strength, but it was obvious that its re¬ 
actions to other powers would be governed by their policy towards 
itself. It is again revealing of Nehru’s understanding of the 
factors in international politics, likely to facilitate India’s march 
towards freedom that one of the first moves he made in the 
field of foreign policy was to secure the establishment of diplomatic 
relations between India and the Soviet Union, an object with 


125 



'Which the latter fully cooperated. Thus it was that aa agreement 
to this end was announced in the first half of April 1947, even 
before the Mountbatten Plan, on the basis on which India 
achieved its independence, had taken shape. This should be 
-enough to demonstrate the significance of the Soviet victory in 
the lustory of India’s national Uberati<m movement as indeed of 
Almost all other countries of Asia. 




The Warsaw Treaty 
in the Service of the 
of Socialism 
and World Peace 


Ll.'Col. Dr. Ldszlo Ser/6td, Budapest 


G'QCr&tioQS of people I'o the first half of our century went 
through the harrowing experience of two devastating world 
conflagrations. Both the First and the Second World Wars were 
unleashed on the European continent, and both of them took a 
terrible toll in material values and human life. The extremely 
rapid development of sophisticated weapons and the emergence 
of new groups of states with antagonistic interests led to armed 
conflicts involving ever larger parts of our globe. 

The extent of the destruction wrought was without precedent 
in human history. Whereas “only” 33Countries were belligerents 
in the First World War with its toll often million dead and 20 
million wounded 72 countries took part in the Second World War 
the terrible outcome being 34 million killed and 70 million wound¬ 
ed ! The barbarity and curelty of the Kazis exceeded by far what 
any previous war had brought in this respect. Human history 
knows no equally fateful event which faced millions of people 
with the question: Is it a curse or a law of development that 
made the European continent — like an overheated boiler ■— the 
scene of constant and destructive explosions, of fierce clashes? 

The capitalist system — just as any previous class society — 
contains in itself the seeds of war. Compelled to seek a new division 
of the world and to continue its policy of exploitation it never 
1ifl/t any scruples about resorting to naked violence. 

At best, the treaties concluded between the capitalist powers 
and the peace agreements they dictated to each other indicated 
as unstable cease-fire, a breathing space between two wars. 
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What is more, they considered peace only as an occasion to gather 
new strength, to create a coalition of states temporarily guided by 
common interests, wluch was then followed by a bloody settling of 
accounts. European “security” rested for a shorter or longer 
period on the relative equilibrium of the various groupings of 
powers so that a true, durable peace was out of the question. 
In this historical period the idea of establishing a stable system 
of security on a long-term basis was dismissed as a pipedream, 
because the wars that had broken out on our continent were 
considered inevitable. 

The disintegration of the unified world capitalist system and the 
birth of the socialist Soviet Union raised first hopes that wars on 
this continent may not be predetermined and inevitable. The 
very existence of the first socialist state imposed certain restrictions 
on the law of the jungle prevailing in the imperialist world but 
the constellation of forces existing at that time did not permit the 
Soviet Union to prevent the outbreak of the Second World War 
single-handed although in the period between the two world wars 
it made use of every public forum and every oportunity to curb the 
aggressor and prepare the way for a system of European security. 

The situation changed radically after the Second World War, 
after the defeat of the Nazi regime. Politically and militarily 
strengthened rather than weakened the Soviet people emerged from 
what had been the greatest period of trial in their history. Socialism 
became a world system. The organizers of wars were faced by a 
concentration of material and social forces enabling a new world 
war to be warded off and a European system of collective security 
to be established on firm and lasting foundations. In the present 
circumstances this is not only possible, but lies in the interest of 
all countries. 

In view of the fact that — considered historically — countries 
with different social systems must exist alongside each other for a 
long time still, peaceful coexistence is a duty in international law. 
which has the same validity for socialist and capitalist countries. 
Although it is a reality that the world socialist system has become 
the decisive factor in the advance of human society and that the 
imperialist forces are greatly impaired in their “freedom of action’*' 
in preparing for war, the peoples of Europe can nevertheless not 
feel fiUly secure so long as there exists a single state on our continent 
that does not regard the principle of peaceful coexistence as binding 
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upon itself, does not renounce the use and threat of the use offeree 
and respects the inviolability of the frontiers that have emerged in 
the course of history and other principles of living alongside each 
other. 

The most important task of the present is to lessen the danger of 
an armed confrontation between the main forces of socialism and 
imperialism, the prevention of a catastrophe caused by missiles and 
nuclear weapons, the union of all progressive forces and the 
guarantee of favourable international conditions as they arc 
necessary for the construction of socialism and communism. 
But since the security of the entire world and the defusing of the 
still existing hotbeds of crisis in the various parts of the world 
depend in no small measure on peace on the European continent 
the socialist countries continue to consider Europe the most 
important scene of the struggle for the relaxation of tensions. This 
way of looking at things is not only justified by the lessons of two 
world wars but also by the machinations of extremely anti-socialist 
forces which hold up the course of events, torpedo the results of 
the process of detente and want to drive mankind back into the 
darkest period of the cold war. 

Reply to the NATO pact 

Thirty years after the end of the Second World War, after the 
historic victoi7 over Nazism, it is by no means untimely to recall 
those Western concepts of Europe which, although differing in 
words and form from each other, were characterized in their content 
and their aims by an only thinly veiled virulent anti-Sovietism and 
anti-communism. If every power participating in the anti-fascist 
coalition had acted in the spirit of the treaties and agreements 
concluded during and after the Second World War firm foundations 
would have been established in Europe for peace and security. 
The Western powers, however, violated these agreements and 
built up their concepts of Europe on the rebirth of German imperial¬ 
ism, on the confrontation of the two halves of Europe and 
Germany, on the formation of military blocs and on a “imion” 
of the West European countries under the hegemony of the United 
States. 

Irrefutable historical facts prove that already in the closing stages 
of the war leading circles in the USA began to evolve the plans 
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that were later given a clear organizational framework. And if now 
the peoples who are building socialism celebrate the 20th anni¬ 
versary of the multilateral agreement on friendship, cooperation 
and mutual assistance that was solemnly signed in Warsaw on 
May 14, I9SS, it is useful to recall the historical developments 
which led to the founding of a close political, economic and 
military community of the fraternal socialist countries interested 
in guaranteeing peace and security. 

Hardly anyone is in a position today to give an exact answer to 
the question as to when the imperialists began their policy of nuclear 
blackmail against socialism and peace and when therr “policy of 
strength" originated. Many people xuidoubtedly consider the 
speech made by the late BritishPrimeMinisterWinstonChiu-chill 
in Fulton in 1946 as the “official" beginning of the cold war. 
But unofficially the spirit of the anti-fascist coalition was buried 
much earlier, uamely, in raid-I94S when the then President of the 
United States, Harry S. Truman, ordered the American air force 
to drop atomic bombs on Hiroshima and Nagasaki jxut before 
Japan’s unconditional surrender, although the use of nuclear 
weapons was by no means justified by military considerations. 
At that time only a very few people were aware of the tremendous 
implications of this event which ushered in an era of intimidation. 

It was no coincidence that the order to drop the two atomic 
bombs was given immediately after the opening of the Potsdam 
Conference in summer 1945! At this conference the victor powers 
discussed a peaceful post-war setUement, the future of vanquished 
Germany, but the USA — as Harry S. Truman wrote in his 
memoirs — was not thinking of cooperation with tlic Soviet 
Union, but or“pushing back communism", of removing socialism. 

The exponents of anti-communism regarded nuclear weapons 
as a political means, as an instrument of power for intimidating 
all peoples, all progressive movements in the world. But at 
tremendous material sacrifice the Soviet Union broke through the 
American atomic monopoly. In 1949 it announced that the atomic 
secret was no longer a secret. Whereupon the United States replied 
with a new threat. Truman gave orders to “encircle” the Soviet 
Union and the people’s democracies which had opted for socialism 
with hundreds and hundreds of strategic air bases, to put pressure 
on these socialist countries and force them to their knees. The 
network of military bases spread over the entire capitalist world 
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was established in the hope that the Soviet Union would require at 
least twenty years to catch up with America. Truman’s next order 
was to develop “atomic super-weapons” — the hydrogen bomb. 
But Soviet scientists also frustrated the new calculations of the 
Pentagon. After the atomic bomb they produced the hydrogen 
bomb winch, in the hands of the Soviet Union, has remained a 
weapon of peace and security as wdl as an effective TTiMin « to curb 
the atomic madmen of the West. 

At this time the Americans were developing long-range carrier 
rockets for their nuclear weapons. But the warmongers’ hopes of 
an “overwhelming superiority” were shattered once again when in 
October 1957 the “peep-peep” of the first sputnik sounded from 
space and the men in the Pentagon were unmistakably informed 
that not only the atomic monopoly was lost but also the “missile 
race”! 

The arras race introduced by Washington was also accompanied 
by other steps. Only a few years after the downfall of Nazi 
Germany the Brussels Treaty Organization (Western Union) 
was set up in 1948 by GreatBritain.Franceand the Benelux countries 
with a simultaneous increase in the number of military bases. 
The USA forced the governments of the West European countries, 
submerged in debt as they were, to fulfil its political and military 
demands. The aim was the preparation for a new “crusade” against 
the Soviet Union and the socialist countries. 

In the United States’ concept of Europe the inclusion of tlie 
West European capitalist countries in the various American- 
dominated political and military organizations was of the greatest 
importance. The aggressive bloc of the capitalist world, the North 
Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO) whose charter was signed 
by the representatives of 12 countries on April 4, 1949 (USA, 
Canada, Norway, Denmark, Portugal, Italy, France, Great Britain 
Belgium, Holland, Luxemburg and Iceland), corresponded to this 
aim. Greece and Turkey joined somewhat later. But the German 
militarists, considered as the most important ally, were still missing, 
and as the Americans declared, “their accession to the defence 
system of the free world must be thoroughly prepared, politically, 

economically and militarily...” 

And this step was indeed prepared with circumspection and 
thoroughness. WhUe the Potsdam Agreement expressly prescribed 
the establishment of a united, peace-loving and democratic Qennan 
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state the Western powers created—in violation of the principles of 
a peace settlement in post-war Europe—the Federal Republic of 
Germany through the Union of the American, British and French 
occupation zones. 

The so-called Council of Europe decided on 22 November 19S0 
to establish a “European army'’ and declared that the Federal 
Republic of Germany would have to be involved in it. The next 
move: In January 1951 talks were opened between Bonn and the 
Western powers on the admission of the FRG to NATO. On 
February 8,1952 the Bundestag declaredits agreement for the FRG 
to participate in the “European Defence Community’’ with 
an appropriate military contingent. Konrad Adenauer signed the 
treaty on the “European Defence Community” in Paris on Febru¬ 
ary 27, 1952. The result was the greatly accelerated rearmament 
of West Germany. The next step was the decision of the Bonn 
Bundestag in February 1954 to amend the Basic Law (constitution) 
of the FRG of 1949 in order to be able to introduce conscription. 

In view of the increasingly tense situation the Soviet Union pro¬ 
posed to the United States in spring I954theopeningof negotiations 
on the participation of the Soviet Union in the NATO. If — as the 
Western powers asserted—the Atlantic bloc had no aggressive 
intentions, the possibility could not be ruled out that the Soviet 
Union would also join it. But (he rejection of this proposal made 
it clear to everyone that despite the peaceful tones contained in its 
charter NATO was the chief organization posing a military threat 
to the Soviet Union and the other socialist countries and that it 
was far from guaranteeing peace and security in Europe. 

The socialist coiuitries spared no effort to press ahead with the 
consolidation of general security. The government of the Soviet 
Union therefore proposed that a conference of representatives of 
interested European countries and the permanent members of the 
UN Security Council be held on November 29,1954. The western 
powers rejected tius proposal just as all previous ones. Rather than 
make a positive contribution of their own they sought in every 
way possible and with all the methods at their disposal to establish 
a military pact. But'thisplan was frustrated by the FrenchNational 
Assembly. To make up for this they signed the Paris Agreements 
in October 1954 which gave the green light for the rearmament of 
West Germany. These agreements provided that the FRG should 
be admitted to NATO as the ISth member state and should be 



allowed to estabUsh an army of 500,000 men and contribute 
12 full strength dwisions to the armed forces of the Atlantic 
bloc. 

In view of tWs worsening of the situation in Europe and the 
incrcM^ d^ger of war the friendly socialist peoples could not 
remain inactive. Before the ^rb Agreements were ratified by the 
West European parliaments the representetives of the governments 
of peace-loving countries in Europe met on November 29,1954 in 
Moscow for a conference. The Soviet Union and the socialist 
countries exWbited patience, did not yet form a military alliance in 
the hope that the Western parliaments would reject the Paris 
Agreements. Irrespective of that, however, even att hat time 
measures had to be considered for the case that it was not possible 
to prevent their ratification. 

The final communique of the Moscow conference was published 
on December 2, 1954; two weeks later the NATO Council decided 
at its 13th session to equip the armed forces of the Atlantic bloc 
with nuclear weapons and missiles. At the same time the Paris 
Agreements were ratified by the parliaments of the NATO countries 
— even though after stormy sessions. They created the legal 
and juridical foundation fur the accelerated arming of the FRG, 
for a reorganization of its land, air and naval forces and finally 
for its entry into NATO. 

The European socialist countries warned in good time of the 
presumable consequences of West German armament. In a joint 
declaration issued in December 1954 they announced their decision, 
“in case of the ratification of the Paris Agreements to introduce 
all the measures required to safeguard their independence, their 
peaceful labour, their hard-won achievements, the inviolability of 
their frontiers and territory.” 

Despite this appeal to common sense the member countries of the 
Atlantic bloc went tlieir own way admitting the Federal Republic 
of Germany as a full member of NATO in May 1955. The course 
of events justified the steps the fraternal socialist countries had 
already taken to expand their friendly cooperation. It became 
evident that the already concluded bilateral treaties on friendship, 
cooperation and mutual assistance afforded insufiicient protection 
against aggression, although they provided for military assistance 
from the allied countries in case of an attack from without. The 
international front of the forces of war had to be opposed by a 
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uoited front for the protection of peace, which would reliably 
guarantee the collective defence of all member countries as well as 
an effective prevention of any attack by rash military adventurists. 

The time had come to carry out the fundamental decisions 
adopted at previous conferences, to give them concrete shape. 
Under the circumstances prevailing at that time it was inevitable 
to conclude a multilateral treaty on friendship, cooperation and 
mutual assistance as well as to organize the allied forces and their 
supreme command. This very important step which has since 
thm been confirmed and justified by life itself on many occasions 
was then taken about 20 years ago, on May 14,1955,tin the Polish 
capital. The treaty has a validity of 20 years. The charter states; 
“For those Contracting Parties that have not transmitted a state¬ 
ment denouncing the Treaty to the Government of the Polish 
People’s Republic one year before its expiry the Treaty shall remain 
in force for a further ten years.” CHie Polish government must be 
notified of the decision to withdraw from the treaty because the 
instruments of ratification are deposited in Warsaw.) 

The unification of forces and cooperation on a qualitatively 
higher level were a political and military demand of the hour. 
Since socialism had become a world system the protection of 
socialist achievements, the establishment of still closer ties between 
the fraternal countries in all spheres of life was of international 
importance. The strengthening of the defence potential of the 
socialist community was no longer only the affair of the individual 
friendly nations but a matter of life and death for the whole of 
progressive mankind. In the fight against imperialism and for the 
prevention of an atomic world war the umhakable, inseparable 
alliance of the socialist peoples constituted the best support for the 
forces of the international labour movement and the liberation 
movements to rely on in their difficult and com^icated struggle for 
democracy, progress and peace. 

Guardian of socialism and world peace 

At this point it must be recalled that the signing of the Warsaw 
Treaty, tte establishment of a defence organization did not 
precede the aggressive measures of the Western powers but followed 
than: This step was taken no less than six years after the founding 
of NATO and six months after the ratification of the Paris Agree- 
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meats. Tius difference in time alone provides a clear answn' to the 
questicm as to which side posed a threat and which acted in response. 

In the past 20 years the enemies of socialism have heaped slander 
on the Warsaw Treaty ascribing to it aims and intentions that are 
completely alien to the socialist system, to this new-type fraternal 
alliance without precedent in human history. To refute these lies 
and tendentious rumours unmistakably it is sufficient — without 
any commentary *— to quote from the 20-year-old original text of 
the treaty. Article I, for example, reads: “The Contracting Parties 
shall undertake, in agreement with the Charter of the United 
Nations Organiiation, to refrain from the threat or use of force in 
their international relations and to settle their international 
disputes by peaceful means so that world peace and security are not 
endangered." 

It is thanks to the efforts of the socialist countries participating 
in the Warsaw Treaty that this important principle has by now 
been recognized tn numerous treaties — as in the Soviet-West 
German and the Polish-West German treaties. 

Accordingto Article2“theContractingPartiesshalldeclarethcir 
readiness to take part in the spirit of sincere cooperation in any 
international actions designed to guarantee world peace and 
security, and to devote all their energies to the achievement of these 
aims”. The parties to the treaty will work, “in agreement with 
other states wishing to cooperate on this matter, to take effective 
measures towards general disarmament and the prohibition of 
atomic, hydrogen and other weapons of mass extermination”. 
Is it not due to this remarkable readiness to cooperate that several 
international treaties and agreements have since been concluded 
to prevent the proliferation of nuclear weapons, limit nuclear 
weapons tests and lessen the danger of nuclear war? 

Article 9, which refers to the open character of the socialist 
defence organization also differs sha^ly from the content of the 
NATO treaty : “Other states wluch, independent of their social 
and political system, express thar readiness to contribute, by 
participation in this treaty, to uniting the efforts of the peace-loving 
states for the purpose of guaranteeing peace and international 
security, may accede to this treaty.” Article 10 of the charter 
establishing the North Atlantic Treaty Organization contams a 
similar statement, but the accession of any new state is made 
conditional on a prior inviution to join and on the unanimous 



approval of the partners to the treaty, which fact naturally exdudes 
the accession of really peace-loving countries. The rejection of 
the Soviet Union’s allocation in March 1954 k ^oof of this. 

The Warsaw Treaty is distinctly defensive in character. The 
socialist alliance is not directed against any other state or group 
of states, its members have no territorial claims or expansionist 
designs but they allow no one to call into question their legitimate 
need for security, the inviolability of their frontiers, their freedom 
and independence. 

Article 11 also serves as proof of the defensive character of the 
Warsaw Treaty. It states, among other things; “In the event of the 
establishment of a system of collective security in Europe and the 
conclusion of an all-European treaty on collective security serving 
this aim, for which the Contracting Parties are unswervingly 
striving, this Treaty shall cease to be effective on the day an all- 
European treaty comes into force...” The defence organization — 
and that is also unmistakably proved by the foregoing article ~ was 
establkhed not as an end but as a means to an end. It serves as an 
exceptionally effective means for preventing a nuclear war and 
creating an all-European security system. When it has achieved 
its supreme aim it can be dissolved together with NATO. 

The supreme policy-making body of the Warsaw Treaty, the 
Political Consultative Committee, has often made such declarations 
and, in order to make things easier for the governments of the 
NATO countries, it has indeed considered it conceivable as an 
interim solution, that at the beginning only the military organs of 
the coalitions confronting each other should be dissolved. But it 
m>uld also be a significant step if the member countries of the 
Warsaw Treaty and of NATO would conclude a non-aggression 
pact as a sort of intomediate stage on the way to a collective 
security system- So far, however, the Western powers have shown 
no willingness to accept even one of these proposals. It would 
naturally be desirable if tlM European states dissolved their military 
alliances in mutual agreement but to take such a decision unilateral¬ 
ly is sinqily inconceivable. 

From this argumentation it lopcaUy follows that, so long as 
NATO exists, continues its armament and takes no controllable 
and factual disarmament measures the fraternal countries united in 
the Warsaw Treaty are forced to ensure the reliable protection of 
socialism. 
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Apart from the fact that the organization of the Warsaw Treaty 
succ^fuUy guarantees the peaceful work of the peoples who 
are bwlding socialism and communism, Halso i^ys an outstand¬ 
ing role in the preservation of world peace, for up to now it has been 
successful in preventing the degeneration of “local crises’* in a 
general armed conflict. If, for example, the British-French-Israeli 
aggression against Egypt in 1956, the counter-revolution in Hungary 
in 1956, the so-called Berlin crisis of 1951, the Caribbean crisis in 
I96i2, the “Six-Day War” unleashed by Israel in the Middle East 
in 1967, the “quiet” counter-revolution in Czechoslovakia in 
1968, the armed conflict between India and Pakistan in 1971 or 
the fourth Arab-Israeli war in October 1973 did not finally evolve 
into a general armed conflict on a large scale this is by no means 
due to a sober assessment of the situation by imperialism, but to 
the energetic and determined stand of the socialist defence commu¬ 
nity. 

The fact that the attitude ofthe Soviet Union and its allies has 
always had to be taken into account in each area of world politics 
has invariably proved decisive in cooling down the crises that have 
continued to &re up in various parts of the world. The active 
solidarity of the socialist countries and their direct support have 
facilitate the struggle ofthe Arab peoples for progress and social 
advance as well as the great victory of the brave Vietnamese people 
over the American aggressor. 

An active foreign policy, the constant further development ofthe 
joint defence potential and the endeavour to keep it at a high Iwel 
are the two sides of the peace policy of the socialist countries. 

It is by no means an exaggeration to maintain that the very 
important treaties of the past years would scarcely have been 
concluded and the process of detente would hardly have lasted if 
the active and constructive foreign policy of the socialist conunimity 
had not been complemented by a determination founded on military 
superiority. NaturaUy, the military fMtor was never played as a 
trump card at the conference table, duress being incompatible with 
the nature of socialism; nevertheless this real factor deasively 
influenced the NATO powers in their sober assessment of tte 
international situation, without, however, being able to change the 
inherent nature of imperialism. The lessons of a long hislon^ 
epoch prove that as things stand today imperialism must take notice 
ofeeruin facts in thcchanged correlation offerees between the two 
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systems, but that it never gives up its aim of reshaping these realities 
in its favour again. 

While the member states of the Warsaw Treaty engage in negotia¬ 
tions and take the defence measures they consider necessary they 
can by no means overlook the fact that although no one threatens 
the NATO countries — the NATO commanders maintain 58 
divisions in constant readiness, that they concentrate 4,000 aircraft, 
over 8,000 tanks and 300 warships in the European region and that 
in addition at least 7,200 American niiclear warheads are stoc]q>iled 
in secret weapon storage centres in Western Europe, which are 
“ready at all times”. And this immense concentration of armed 
forces and weapons takes place in the immediate vicinity of the 
socialist countries! The NATO maintains a total of six million 
troops under arms. 

Fraternal alliance of sovere^ states 

The organization of the Warsaw Treaty. which is by no means only 
a military alliance, rests on firm economic, political and ideological 
foundations. The economic basis of the alliance of armed forces 
is formed by identical relations of production, fraternal cooperation 
and mutual internationalist aid between the socialist countries. 
Within the alliance every prerequisite exists for all advantages of the 
socialist division of labour, cooperation in production and 
specialization to serve the strengthening of the joint defence, the 
complete equality of all partners being taken for granted. 
In consolidating the joint defence potential every country assumes 
its share in accordance with the place it occupies in the defence 
organization, its economic situation and its capacity. The greatest 
burden has been assumed by the Soviet Union which bears the main 
responsibility for world peace. 

The socio-political foundation of friendship among the socialist 
countries and their armies is the identity of their social and political 
system. The working class is in power in each of these countries, 
and their political, economic, cultural and defence interests are the 
same. In short, their class interests agree completely. 

Ideologically, the alliance rests on the Marxist-Leninist world 
outlook, on fidelity to the ideals of socialism and commuiusm, on 
proletarian internationalism and class solidarity. For the consoli¬ 
dation of the fighting alliance it is of the greatest significance 
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that the leadership of the socialist countries and the organization 
of collective defence lies in the hands of the conununist and 


workers' parties. These parties ensure the working>out of a uniform 
political strategy and tactics, of a coordinated foreign policy, they 
decide on the stqjs to be taken in connection with the ddence of the 
world socialist system and on the measures to be introduced 
together. The parties of the working class strongly oppose all 
forces wluch seek to weaken their fraternal ties, the unity of the 
socialist countries. They always tate for granted that the defence 
of socialism is the supreme internationalist duty of communists 
and that ia this every member state has priority tasks to fulfil, 
national and international interests being considered in their 
entirety and coordinated so that neither the interests of the 
community as a whole nor those of the individual member nations 
are adversely affected. Socialist patriotism and internationalism 
permeate the friendly armies, these two emotions are interrelated 
and serve the common aim. 

The signatory states have determined the most favourable 
organizational framework for their cooperation. The charter 
establishing the organization points out the necessity of an analysis 
of the given situation when it slates: “The Contracting Parties shall 
consult with each other on all important questions touching their 
common interests and, in discussing them, shall be guided by the 
need to consolidate world peace and security.” This coordination 
and guidance on the highest level is assumed by the Political 
Consultative Committee of the Warsaw Treaty wWch, as a rule, 
meets once a year but also in case of need its sessions being attended 
by the first secretaries of the communist parties of the member 
countries and the heads of government (or foreign ministem). 
(The party leaders also meet outside the usual sessions for friendly 


working discussions.) 

For decisions on poUtical and military questions affecting the 
coalition in its entirety sole responsibility lies with the Pohtical 
Consultative Committee. It regidariy analyses the world situation, 
determines the guiding lines for a coordinated approach. 
the implementation of mutual agreements and questions r^ted to 
the drfence preparedness of the allied armed forces and makes 
appropriate decSons. Its main attention is 
sed on events in Europe. In the past twenty y«rs the 
has dealt at nearly aU its sessions with peace and security m Europe 
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(Prague — January 1956, Moscow — May 1958, Warsaw — Jan* 
uary 1965, Bucharest — July 1966, Bu^pest — March 1969, 
Berlin — December 1970, Prague — January 1972, Warsaw -■ 
April 1973, Warsaw - April 1974). 

The socialist countries taking part in the sessions of tlw Political 
Consultative Comsuttee eiyoy com^tlete equality irrespective of 
their size, and decisions are reached unanimously. 

Logically, the organizational structure cannot assume rigid 
forms because revolutionary changes in military science and 
strategy may require improvements inthe activity ofthesupreme 
military command (of the allied armed forces), an adaptation to the 
new requirements. At the time the Warsaw Treaty was signed 
(May 1955) the fraternal armies were at the stage of development of 
that time; since then they have travelled a long road and have 
undergone a radical transformation. This qualitative change 
induced the Political Consultative Committee to state at its session 
in Budapest in March 1969: 

“The countries participating in the session thoroughly examined 
and unanimously confirmed the Principles for the Comnuttee of 
Defence Ministers of the Member Countries of the Warsaw 
Treaty, New Principles for the Allied Armed Forces and the Allied 
Comxuand and other documents designed to perfect the structure 
and executive bodies of the ddencc organization of the Warsaw 
Treaty still further.” 

As a consequence of the Budapest decisions a Permanent 
Committee of the Defence Ministers of the member states the 
Military Council of the Allied Armed Forces — was formed as 
the organization’s chief organ of military leadership. This perma¬ 
nent, military-political consultative body is new only in its organi¬ 
zational form because the ministers had met regularly for bilateral 
and multilateral talks even before. What had been done was to 
institutionalize this body as the supreme military organ. The task 
of the Military Council is to follow closely any internal and 
international events that may influence the activity of the organi¬ 
zation, to exchange the experience gathered in the armed forces of 
themembercoimtries, to coordinate the joint tasks and work out 
proposals for effective joint defence. The proposals of the Military 
Council are submitted to the organs which have authority to make 
decisions. 

The Military Council actively supports the supreme commander 
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of the Allied Armed Forces in tus work and plays a such more 
active role than foraoerly in the elaboration of proposals to be 
placed before the Political Consultative Committee. This gives 
the member countries a greater measure of collective cooperation 
in decisions affecting the whole alliance. At the same time, there 
is a considerable growth in their sense of responsibility towards the 
individual nations and towards the community. 

Within the framework of the Warsaw Treaty the Supreme Allied 
Command of the Armed Forces exists as a permanent body with its 
headquarters in Moscow. The Commander-in-Chief is at the top; 
this high rink — like any other command post within the higher 
military leadership — may be held by the representative of any 
memba country. The Commander-in-Cluef is assisted by deputies 
from the various member states in his work of coordination. For 
tWs purpose the member countries have each designated a deputy 
commander-in*chief from their own armies. In addition, a suitable 
number of excellently trained generals and officers have been 
detached for duty in the leading military bodies, in the staff of the 
Allied Armed Forces. 


The Supreme Allied Command of the Armed Forces, assisted by 
the apparatus subordinated to it, supervises the operational 
execution of the organization’s joint nuliiary tasks, the training of 
the units detached by member countries to the Allied Armed Forc«, 
their collaboration and the preparation and holding of the joint 
manoeuvres provided for in the annual training plan. This activity 
of the Supreme Command is as much an expression of the equality 
and mutual respect for the sovereignty of the member countries as 
the specific feature that the units assigned to the Allied Armed 
Forces remain subordinate in times of peace to the national 
command of the country concerned the Commander-in-Chief 
exercising his command function through his national deputies. 

An agreement signed in Moscow in 1973 dealt with legal and 
other aspects of the activity of the organs of the i^ied Armed 
Forces. The document, which is valid under mt^tiona! law, says 
that “the General Staff enjoys the legal capacity, privileges and 
immunity guaranteed in the agreement on the territo^ of ^ 
Contracting ParUes”. These advantages are, however, grant^ 
only for the fulfilment of duties” The docum^t clrarly ^d 
unambiguously states that the “persons vested with privileges and 
immunSare bound to observethelaws of the host country and not 
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to interfere with its internal afiairs”. Tlie principle of non-inter¬ 
ference, which is so important in relations between socialist 
countries, is unequivocally expressed in this agreesnent, too. 

The development and further modernization of the organs of 
military leadership ensures that the possibilities of the organization 
agree with the demands on military policy arising out of the 
complicated world political situation, with the higher stage of 
development of the member countries’ armed forces and with the 
tasks to be expected. In view of the mutual obligation to see that 
the average level of development of the national armies may not 
lag behind the general level attained in the defence o^nization, 
the basic equipment has been standardized in recent years as have 
been the operational and strategic principles, the rules of combat, 
the principles of military organization and leadership, the training 
of officers and indeed of all troops. 

Unity and cooperation have been consolidated in the course of 
joint military exercises that have been regularly held by the fraternal 
armies of tte defensive alliance since the early 19^. 

In connection with thesejoint exercises but also in other respects 
the question of limited sovereignty is often raised in the camp of 
our political opponents. They claim that the national independence 
and sovereignty of the member countries are subjected to certain 
restrictions in the organization of the Warsaw Treaty. In their 
arguments they invariably maintain that "a great power” systema¬ 
tically limits the sovereignty of others. However, these cheap 
propaganda tricks will not stand up to examination, because they 
lack any foundation. Life itself shows that in the cooperation of 
the socialist co untries fuli equality and equal rights, non-interference 
in internal affairs, the inviolability of sovereignly and territory 
are not limited in any way. The activity of the Supreme Allied 
Command of the Armed Forces — and this has already become 
apparent from what has been said — is also characterized by the 
national independence of the parties to the treaty, respect for the 
revolutionary and militant traditions of the various friendly armies 
and by the greatest possible respect for national traditions. 

It was in exercising their sovereignty that the countries of the 
socialist co mmuni ty decided to unite their forces and to coordinate 
their defence already in times of peace. In the military organs of 
the Warsaw Treaty the independence of not a single allied country 
is violated by the integration taking place in an emergency because 
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its forces are not subordinated to one or another party to the treaty 
but to the joint purpose of warding off imperialist aggression. 

Advancing military integration is, incidentally, a law-governed 
process that may not be separated from the dynamics in the 
development of the socialist ddensive alliance. It is a specific 
feature of this military cooperation that the activity of the Supreme 
Command of the Allied Amed Forces and the command posts of 
the various national armies rests on the unanimity of their military 
and theoretical views, on the same Maraist-Leninist assessment of 
phenomena, tendencies and processes in international life and on 
the uniform interpretation of the laws of military science and the 
principles governing the art of war. The views on fundamental 
questions of military organization, the character of a modern war 
and the methods of warfare are also the same. 

A nb less important foundation of this close military collabo¬ 
ration is the fact that the organizational structure of the allied 
armies, their combat technique and weaponry are, in general, the 
same and that Soviet weapons and weapon systems form the 
backbone. The identity of the member nations' material and 
technical basis also plays an important role in the further develop¬ 
ment of military integration. Although certain specific national 
features and differences continue to exist, the common features 
become ever more strongly pronounced within the entire organi¬ 
zation. 

This increasingly perfect military cooperation naturally has a 
direct effect on the consolidation of political and ideological unity. 
That is of just as great importance as the mastery of the most 
sophisticated weapons. And we must add that in the past ten or 
fifteen years not only the war technology in all friendly armies but 
also the people have undergone rapid qualitative changes. This is 
of extraordinary importance as the most recent, very complicated 
weapons are really effective only in the hands of well-prepared and 
excellently trained soldiers. 

The fraternal communist and workers’ parties appreciate the 
level of the technical equipment of the troops but tl^ know that 
the people themselves form the main force, the all-deciding factor. 
The social aspect, readiness and fighting strength of the armies 
depend on them. The peoples of the fraternal sociaUst countries 
can be proud that their armies arc real people’s amues which protect 
the interests of the working people and, with great devotion, serve 
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the wdl-being of'.thetr hojndand and the common cause of 
sodalinn. 

The content, aim and mission of tlK Warsaw Treaty, the historic 
role of the alliance of fraternal peoples who are going the same 
road were aptly characterized by Leonid Brezhnev at the 24th 
Congress of the CPSU: 

“We want the world system of socialism to be a harmonious 
family of peoples who are building and defending the new society 
together... in which the people of the whole world behold the 
model of the future world community of free peoples." 

The Soviet Army with its rich battle experience, which protects 
the entire socialist community in the organization of the Allied 
Armed forces with the most powerful missiles and nuclear weapons 
watches over the peacefid life of the Soviet people and their friends 
with the tremendous responsibility for world peace on its shoulders. 
It has at its disposal all the means required to mete out destructive 
blows to any aggressor who may raise his hand against the socialist 
and communist achievements. The fraternal peoples know very 
well what sacrihces the Soviet people made to save mankind 
from the horrors of a cataclysmic nuclear war. This is gradually 
borne in on even tliose people who only yesterday may have 
believed the anti* Soviet slander, but who have now become convino 
ed from their own experience that the Soviet Union is a staunch 
defender of security in Europe and in the world at large. 

For security and lasthig peace 

We live ina time in which the lustoric duel between thetwo systems 
has entered a decisive stage. The process of development of human 
society is irresistibly moving in the direction of a victory for 
socialism. But it cannot be a matter of indifference to anyone 
how the cardinal question of “Who will win?" is decided: in a 
nuclear war or in peaceful competition between the two systems 
within the framework of peaceful coexistence. 

The Soviet Union and its allies consider the latter way to be 
feasible. This is wl^ they struggle so persistently for the establish¬ 
ment of a European security system. The efforts made by the 
fraternal socialist countries never centred on military considera¬ 
tions, as is true on the part of NATO, but on the accentuation of 
the political role of the Warsaw Treaty. The arms race was imposed 
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on the socialist d^ence community from outside; there dkl not 
exist any internal grounds to make it necessary, for in no socialist 
country does a class oust which might be Interested in war prepara¬ 
tions or in the subjugation of foreign peoples. The socialist 
countries never gave up the intention of transforming Europe into 
a continent of peace and security not even in times of grave intn** 
national crisis. 

Many workable proposals were elaborated by them and their 
concepts about a peaceful settlement in Europe were constantly 
improved until finally the Political Consultative Committee 
summarized*the principles of earlier draft programmes in a docu¬ 
ment on the session in Prague in 1972. The Prague session submitted 
a detailed working paper recommending the convocation of the 
first all-European conference on security and cooperation. 

The participants in the session were of the opinion that an inter¬ 
national system of obligations must be established which excludes 
force or the threat of force from international relations and offers 
every country — irrespective of its social system — the same 
reliable guarantees against any act of aggression. 

The socialist countries have proposed the following principles; 

1. The inviolability of frontiers. The national frontiers which 
came into existence in Europe after the Second World War are 
unalterable, no state may have any territorial claims against other 
states; 

2. The renunciation of force. All questions in dispute must be 
settled solely by peaceful means, by Viray of negotiations and in 
accordance with the principles of international law, and in such a 
way that the legitimate interests and the peace and security of the 
peoples are not endangered; 

3. Peaceful coexistence. The existence alongside of each other 
of states with different social systems does not exclude peaceful 
cooperation and the avoidance of war; 

4. Good-neighbourly relations. On the basis of independence, 
national sovereignty, equality, non-interference in internal affairs 
and mutual advantage, relations in Europe must be so transformed 
that they make possible an end to the military and political division 
of the continent and ensure that military detente follows political 
detente; 

5. Mutually advantageous relations in the economic, technical, 
scientific and cultural fields, environmental protection, etc.; 
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6. Disarmament. General and total disarmament, in the 0rst 
place the limitation of nuclear weapons, subsequently a total ban 
on their employment to be accompanied by reciprocal measures for 
ending the arms race; 

7. Support for the United Nations, so that it can still more effec¬ 
tively futiil its basic function in the sense of the Charter, namely, 
the consolidation of peace and security in the world as well as the 
expansion of cooperation among the peoples and nations. 

Some of the principles listed here have already been recognized 
by the leading capitalist powers, but they can be fully valid in an 
institutionalized form only within the framework of a collective 
security treaty between all European countries. Such a treaty will 
probably come into existence at a later stage after the creation of 
the necessary prerequisites. But it is certain that in the proposed 
European security system there would be no supranational organ 
and every participating country would retain its sovereignty, its 
full freedom of action. A violation of the jointly fixed statutes would 
be punished jointly, any aggression against any state jointly warded 
off and joint measures adopted for the dissolution of atmics, step- 
by-step disarmament, etc. 

The lofty aim has come within grasp. The European security 
system — which the member countries of the Warsaw Treaty are 
striving for — cannot come into existence overnight, but only as a 
result of protracted struggle. The socialist countries know very 
well that the agreements and treaties concluded with groups of 
capitalist states are not automatically valid, rather, the opponents 
of security must be forced to abide by the treaties in every respect. 

Standing in front of the United Nations headquarters in New 
York is a work by the world-renowned Soviet sculptor Yevgeni 
Vuchetich, which by its allegory alone exhorts mankind: “Beat 
your swords into plough shares!” In the present period of “armed 
peace” there is no possibility to do this, but the road mapped 
out by the socialist countries is practicable, and at the end war can 
be banned from thelife of human society. In the history of mankind 
this aim was never so near to realization as in our day. Anyone 
committed to progress, social advance and peace should and must 
struggle to achieve this lofty aim! 
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APPENDIX 


To Peoples, Parliaments and Governments 


Text of the Call by the CPSU Central Committee, the 
Presidium of the USSR Supreme Soviet and the Government 
oftheSoviet UmontoPeoples,ParliamentsandGovernmenis. 


Th,e -bloodiest, llxc most destructive war in the world history 
ended 30 years ago. The victory in this greatest of wars over 
fascism and militarism has become an important landmark in 
mankind's destinies. 

For ages it has left a deep feeling of pride and sorrow in the 
memory of freedom-loving peoples. 

Pride, because forces were routed wfuch carried slavery to the 
entire nations under the black banner of fascism, racism and 
chauvinism. 

Sorrow, because tlie victory took the heaviest toll. It was 
paid by the lives of tens of millions of men, women and 
children, by colossal destructions, and devastation of many states. 

The scale of the losses sustained is enormous. The burden of 
the sacrifices is immeasurable. But they were not in vain. 

Soldiers from all continents who fought against the armies of 
Hitler's Germany and militarist Japan, partisans, resistance 
fighters, underground anti-fascists, people who forged victory in 
the rear, did not spare their lives in battle and did not 
spare themselves for the sake of defending their motherland, 
their ideals, their homes, their families. They wanted to do 
away with fascism and militarism for good, and to rid mankind of 
the horrors of war forever. They went into this great battle hoping 
and dreaming to win a stable, just and democratic peace. And 
their heroic efforts have bomefniit, have resulted in great changes. 
Social and political changes of the greatest significance have taken 
place and the objective opportunity of banning world wars from 



the life of mankind has been created, for the first time in lustory. 

The 30th anniversary since the end of World War n is a special 
occasion. We are marking it in a new, more favourable atmos¬ 
phere, Europe and the world as a whole have really come closer 
to the implementation of that lofty goal, towa^ which the 
peoples of the anti-Hitler coalition were striving. The principles 
of equality, sovereignty, the abstention from the use of force are 
being asserted in the relations among states. 

The road to this was not easy. A difficult and stubborn 
stnigglehasbeengoingonduringallthesethirty years. Andtoday 
it is not yet over. 

The cold war delayed for decades the construction of theedificc 
of peace. The aggressive and reactionary circles were trying from 
the position of strength to impose such an order in the world 
which wotild be radically counter to the interests of peoples and 
social progress. This has caused an unprecedented arms race 
using the latest scientific achievements and has brought the world 
more than once onto the verge of a new military catastrophe. 

We have also no right to forget that over the past thirty years 
either one or another country and sometimes even whole regions 
of the world were stained with blood, becoming the arena of 
hostilities claiming millions of lives. Even today the peoples of 
Arab and other countries are forced to wage a severe struggle 
against the reactionary forces, often taking up arms in order to 
have an opportunity to determine by themselves the road of their 
development in the conditions of a just peace, independence and 
freedom. 

However, after the Second World War the deadly rocket- 
nuclear weapons were banned for use through the efforts of the 
socialist states, through the efforts of all those, who hold dear 
the cause of peace and who have been actively fighting for it. 
The realistically-nunded political circles of the West have also 
played an important role in tfus. 

OnthedayoftheSOthannivcrsaryof the greatvictory the Soviet 
people, the Communist Party, the Supreme Soviet of the USSR 
and the Soviet Government are calling on the peoples of the world, 
parliaments and governments of all countries to put an end for good 
to the dangerous policy ofthe cold war, to stop interfering in the 
internal affairs of other peoples and states, to direct their efforts 
toward creating an atmosphere of confidence in mankind’s peaceful 
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future, toward upholding a stable andlastmg peace on earth. 

It has already been for three decades that mankind was rid of 
world wars. This is a great attainment of peace-loving forces wlmse 
significance penetrates ever deeper the consciousness of the peoples. 

Never before has there been done so much for consolidating 
peace as over the past years. 

Thanks to the consistent peace policy of the socialist states, 
as a result of the active steps of democratic forces of all 
countries as well as the realistic stand taken by the governments, 
who have become aware of the danger of continuing the cold war 
the situation in the international arena has radically changed. 

Historic agreements deternuning the process of international 
detente have been signed. Of special significanceare the agreements 
between the world’s two biggest states—the USSR and the United 
States — on the prevention of nuclear war and on the limitation 
of strategic weapons. Important treaties and agreements are in 
force between the USSR and France, between the USSR and the 
FRG, between other socialist countries and the FRG, the quadri¬ 
partite agreement on West Berlin. The first steps were made along 
the road of limiting the arms race. The search for settling the 
existing international conflicts by peaceful means is under way. 

Such elements as recognition of the inviolability of frontiers, 
solution of disputable questions at negotiation tables, regular 
consultations, long-term economic cooperation, exchange in 
the achievements of science and culture are being ever more 
asserted in the relations among states with diflering social order. 

The All-European Conference of States is nearing completion, 
an unprecedented event in the history of thecontinent which was 
ihe chief theatre of the two world wars and—for many centuries— 
the knot of the most explosive international contradictions. The 
success of such a conference, the realization of its recommendations 
will open up a new stage in the life of Europe, will signify the 
victory of the ideals of peace and reason. And this in its turn 
will tell favourably on tlw development of international relations 
throughout the world. 

An end was mainly put on the globe to the direct colonial 
rule wluch served as a constant source of acute tension and a 
legal reason for the armed national liberation struggle of the 
oppressed peoples. The last colonial empire, that of Portugal, 
has disintegrated. 
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AJI these important changes are the embodiment of the will 
of the peoples for peace and progress. They prove that the 
prevention of wars among states is not an utopia, but a real 
perspective and a quite attainable goal. The deep reconstruction 
of the system of international relations on the basis of the principles 
of peaceful coexistence has started. It can and must be continued 
and brought to a close. This is required both by the memory of 
those who fell and the vital interests of those who are alive. 

In present-day epoch peace is a necessary condition of 
mankind’s social progress, of ensuring the sovereign right of the 
peoples to build their life just as th^ want it. The entjre develop¬ 
ment in the three post-war decades is clear evidence of this. 

In the conditions ofpeace the gigantic growth of contemporary 
scientific and technological knowledge and the powerful develop¬ 
ment of the productive forces connected with it make it possible 
to transform material culture and life of the people. 

The achievements of the scientific and technological revolution 
make possible the radical improvement of living conditions on 
earth, elimination of hunger, poverty, mass diseases. And at the 
same time the great social changes and transformations, which took 
place during these 30 years, vividly showed, judging by the 
experience of various countries, that it is possible to tame anli- 
human reactionary forces and on this basis to avert the negative 
consequences of the scientific-technical revolution. 

The achievements of many peoples since the end of 
World War n have been enormous. But they could have been 
immeasurably larger if the colossal means, intellect and energy lost 
over that period in the manufacture of the tools of death and 
destruction, had been used for constructive purposes. 

Nevertheless, influential forces are at work stubbornly striving 
to stop progress toward a lasting peace. Untisually large stockpiles 
of weapons have been accumulated, including those of rocket- 
nuclear type. The arms raw goes on. All this causes deep, well- 
founded concern, requiring greater efforts in the struggle for peace, 
cessation of the arms race and for disarmament in order to put a 
halt to the material preparation for war. 

The Soviet people, the Soviet state, on whom the main burden 
of the fight against fascism fdl, again declare their firm intention to 
make everything possible in order to jointly with other p>eopIes 
and states ban war from the life of mankind. 
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Expressing the will and the ardent desire of all Soviet people, 
wc shall work for: 

— complete and all-around assertion in the practice of 
international relations of the principles of peaceful coexistence of 
states with differing social order; 

— cnsurancc of the irreversibility of the process of inter¬ 
national detente; 

— limitation and cessation of the race of arms of all forms 
aitd types, the steady progress toward general and complete 
disarmament; 

— elimination of the existing seats of military threat under 
obligatory recognition and respect of the right of every people for 
independence and equal security; 

— creation of regional and general systems of security and 
equal cooperation among stales; 

— all-round development of mutually benclleial links in the 
held of economics, science, technology and culture, observing the 
indisputabierightofeachcountrytocontrol its natural resources, 
protecting its laws and traditions; 

•— cnsuriitg real guarantees for the clTcetive and equal 
participation of all countries and peoples in world politics; 

— elimination of neo-colonialism and any kind of discrimi¬ 
nation of any country whatsoever; 

creation of such an international climate, under which 
potential aggressors, those fond of adventures and sabre-rattling, 
will meet with resolute rebuff everywhere, and under which 
security and confidence in the peaceful future will in fact serve to 
tlie^benefit of all countries and peoples. 

On behalf of the250million Soviet peoples we 'call on all to whom 
the planet's future isdear: let us do everything so that it be peaceful. 
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A lasting peace, freedom of the peoples is the most worthy 
monument to those who perished during the war. 

A lasting peace, fr^om of the peoples is the undying ideal 
which inspired the heroes in the struggle against fascism and which 
inspires us. Let us do everything so that this ideal should become an 
absolute law in mankind’s life. 

We address this call to all peoples, parliaments and governments 
andabovcall, directly and officially, to all those who are vested 
with the trust to represent their states and public of their 
countries in the international arena. We count on their response, 
worthy of the importance of the problem, and wecall for efficient 
actions for the sake of a lasting and reliable peace. 

The Central Conuulttee Presidiain of the GovemmeBt 

of the Conummist Party USSR Sopreme Soviet of the Soviet 
of the Soviet Union Union 
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